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ANNOUNCEMENT. 



An apology may be due those to whom this pamphlet is sent, for 
this attempt at starting a new journal, when the field of journalism is 
already so well filled. But a promise is made to the readers that if 
this new journal should prove at any time to have no reason to be, it 
shall at once cease. It will be sent gratuitously to all ; no subscribers 
are solicited nor any subscription list kept, nor are exchanges with other 
journals asked for. It may be issued bi-monthly, or quarterly, or irregu- 
larly, or not at all, as its publishers may determine ; and its chief object 
is, in an informal way, to note down, from time to time, the results of 
experience and observation and the deductions therefrom, together with 
occasional original work, as time and opportunity may serve. The con- 
tents should be accepted, if at all, as information — not as knowledge; 
as material which may be of value only for the moment, or may 
mature and come to be added to the common stock of knowledge. 
These annals may be things of short life for a definite or indefinite 
period, or for the time being — yet they may not be valueless nor be 
unimportant as elements in the growth of permanent knowledge. 
Indeed, they must, in their aggregate, bear an elementary relation to 
permanent knowledge. When such a collective statement has been 
the business of many years, it does not seem irrational to hope that 
information may be given which may be interesting and useful to the 
dental profession, since the subject is the very foundation upon which 
the utility of a profession to mankind depends. 
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Law Offices of John Cromwell Bell, 

E. Clinton Rhoads. 



BELL & RHOADS, 

1001 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, March 21st, 1893. 

PHILADELPHIA. 

MUTUAL L,PE BU.LO.™, To DR. ALONZO BOICE, 



ROOMS 60e, 607, 60S. 

TELEPHONE 3440. 



Chairman of the Legal Committee, 

Philadelphia County 

Dental Society. 
My Dear Sir: 

I have been asked my opinion regarding the legal 

responsibility of the author of the article headed '' A Legal Outrage " 

which appeared in the International Dental Journal for January, 1892, 

page 74. The whole tenor of this article is defamatory, and it is 

calculated to cast odium upon the parties to whom it may refer. 

Whatever may be said in justification of the main part of the 
article, there could be none in regard to the concluding paragraph. 
I have no hesitation in saying that, in my opinion, this paragraph is 
libellous. From facts which have been reported to me, but which do 
not appear in the article, there can be little doubt that the Philadel- 
phia County Dental Society, or its officers, are referred to. 

The defect in any prosecution founded upon the publication of 
this article would be the fact that it did not refer in direct terms to 
your Society or officers. The fact that your Society has undertaken 
the prosecution of illegal practising in Philadelphia, and that no other 
body has, would leave little moral doubt that your Society was the one 
referred to ; but, notwithstanding the substantial certainty which exists 
that the publication was intended to refer to your Society, the editor 
of the International Journal might evade the responsibility upon the 
technical ground that he did not refer to your Society. The rather 
peculiar editorial answer made to the communication of Dr. Phreaner 
as Secretary of the Philadelphia County Dental Society, in the same 
journal, February, 1893, page 152, where it is said, "Inasmuch as the 
Philadelphia County Dental Society was not named in the editorial 
alluded to, and as our views have not undergone any modification by 
the lapse of a year, we see no necessity for compliance with the 
demand for an apology,*' evades the responsibility by saying that the 
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article did not in terms refer to your Society. If this is the editor's 
defence you might have some legal difficulty in securing the admission 
of evidence not contained in the article itself, to prove the intention 
of the writer. 

If the author of the article should say definitely in writing 
he meant to designate certain individuals, you would, in my opinion, 
have a cause of action which the court would sustain. 

The only possible defence which would be at all likely to receive 
any consideration would be the question of fair comment, and the case 
would resolve itself into the question whether, when a man who is 
practising, admittedly in violation of the law, is arrested at the 
instance of the parties referred to in this article, the criticisms are 
made within the limits of '* fair comment.*' 

While I cannot assume to anticipate completely the decision of 
the court upon this point, I am at a loss to see how the enforcement 
of the laws approved by the dental profession, the arrest of a man 
who had admittedly violated its provisions, is any justification for the 
comments made in the article in question. 

The gentleman arrested, after the occurrence, complied with the 
law, filed his diploma, and then very properly no further steps in the 
case were taken. 

The proposition which really seems to form the basis of the 
article is that it was a matter of impertinence to arrest a man of 
scientific attainments and good reputation, notwithstanding he is 
undeniably violating the provisions of the Dental Act. I am informed 
that it is a matter of common notoriety among the dental profession 
that certain gentlemen seemed to assume that to ask them to comply 
with the dental laws was an insult, and that the law was enacted 
for the plebeians of the profession. If any such sentiment existed, 
there was less reason than ever for complaint that the gentleman in 
question was challenged for practising in violation of the dental laws. 

Very truly yours, 

E. CLINTON RHOADS. 
Dictated. 



A HISTORY 



OF 

Dental Legislation and the Enforcement of the Dental 

Laws in Pennsylvania. 



The formation of the " Pennsylvania State Dental Society ** was 
not the result of a preconceived idea that was worked up and developed 
by a succession of conferences and meetings held for that purpose 
by its authors. 

Nor was the usual mental labor of the plan and objects of such 
movements bestowed upon it. It sprung, almost Phcenix-like, from 
the deliberations of a body of men, met together in a small town in 
the interior of the State for mutual, social, and scientific improve- 
ment in the profession of dentistry. 

A convention of dentists, consisting of the Harris Dental Asso- 
ciation of Lancaster, the Lebanon Valley Dental Society, and a num- 
ber of professional gentlemen from other local societies, was held at 
the Litiz Springs, in July, 1868. The formation of an extended or 
general organization was in no way connected with the inception of 
this movement, but the idea being suggested in the progress of the 
proceedings was at once acted upon, with the most happy results. 

In the address of welcome (by the President of the Harris) the 
following language was used : '* May we not hope that at no very 
distant day our profession and patrons will be protected from these 
vampires by suitable legislative enactment ? Our brethren of the State 
of New York have recently set us a noble example in this direction. 
Pennsylvania, with her two dental colleges and numerous associations, 
should not be behind in this particular. . . . And may the occasion 
which has brought us together prove to be both interesting and improv- 
ing to all concerned, and be but the beginning of a series of reunions 
which shall ultimately embrace all the dental associations of our 
State.'* 

An essay, read by a member of the Harris Dental Association, 
upon the subject of *' Professional Status,** sets forth the same ideas, 
the conclusion of which was as follows : 

" The following item, copied from one of our dental periodicals, 
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signed by those favoring the passage of a State law, and that Dr. 
Klump be one of the committee, and that he be advised to have a 
sufficient number printed as above stated. 

The committee to procure such legislation in the State as would 
secure the scientific status of the profession, and protect the people 
from the ravages of quackery, reported that they had exerted their 
utmost endeavors to obtain such enactment, but again failed. They 
expressed very little hope of being able to get the bill through the 
Legislature in the near future, fearing that, on account of there being 
*' no money in it," there would be no action taken. 

EXTRACTS FROM PRESIDENT KLUMP* S ANNUAL ADDRESS : 

'* Gentlemen, the last, but by no means the least, measure I shall 
recommend for your consideration for the elevation of the profession 
and the protection of the public from the incompetent and dishonest, 
is the one which 'has, I believe, for some time past been annually rec- 
ommended and acted upon with but little progress or success, viz : 
the securing of a law regulating the practice of dentistry in this Com- 
monwealth. There certainly are reasons abundant why we should 
have such a law, but they have been so frequently enumerated that 
they scarcely need repetition. If there were no higher reason for such 
an act than simply to protect us from the influx of incompetent 
dentists from surrounding States, that now have laws requiring certain 
qualifications before they are permitted to practice in them, it should 
be demanded for this reason alone, as will be seen by the following re- 
port of the Judiciary Committee of the Ohio State Dental Society at its 
last meeting, as given in an editorial by the Dental Register ^ which 
reads as follows : 

*' * The Judiciary Committee appointed at the last annual meeting 
to obtain statistics of the profession in Ohio, made a very interesting 
report, which, though not entirely complete, contained much valuable 
information. There was much in it to encourage and somewhat to 
discourage. The profession in the State is being rapidly improved. 
Some who three or four years ago had very little knowledge of either 
the science or art of the profession, and were necessarily very inferior 
operators, have by close study and application made very marked im- 
provements, and so far familiarized themselves with the better methods 
of practice as to be the means of great good to those who may be 
placed in their care professionally. Some others, despairing of being 
able to make respectable attainments, abandoned the profession and 
engaged in pursuits more within the range of their ability. And still 
others, though continuing in the profession, found it convenient and 
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desirable to migrate to more congenial places, to States where there 
are no legal disabilities or restrictions, where any one with a pupilage 
of a few weeks and an unlimited amount of assumption, audacity, and 
impudence may go forth to practice his quackery and charlatanism 
upon any and all who may consent to become his victims. Now, all 
this comes through the influence of the State Society, and the legal 
enactments regulating the practice of dentistry in Ohio secured by the 
efforts of this society. Many other interesting items are presented in 
this report, to which we will not now refer, as the report will soon be 
published.* 

'* Gentlemen, is it not a duty we owe to the public, to ourselves, 
and to our successors, to have a law enacted that will compel those 
wholly incompetent to qualify themselves to discharge their profes- 
sional duties properly, or leave the profession they have dishonored 
and disgraced ? Would such a law be unjust or oppressive, or why 
have our legislators refused to grant us such a law ? Shall we now sit 
down in ease and contentment, while the adjoining States have such 
acts, and permit them to flood this Commonwealth with their refuse ? 

'* Gentlemen, we may have reason for discouragement, yet I see no 
cause for despair. While experience has taught us that we must wait 
for the noblest results of a noble cause, it has also taught us that 
equally important lesson, that we must labor earnestly, hopefully, and 
perse veringly. Let us then work unitedly and determinedly for this 
long-sought-for object, and if need be, let this whole society meet 
with our Legislature at its next session, to urge and secure the passage 
of a law that will prove an honor to the dental profession and a safe- 
guard to the public.*' 

The Legislative Committee would respectfully report that they 
had several meetings, which resulted in the preparation of the follow- 
ing bill, which they believed would be favorably received by the 
Legislature. It was placed in the hands of a member of the House 
of Representatives, one who promised to give it his personal and legis- 
lative influence, but after reaching a second reading it was allowed to 
be smothered by other business, and hence failed to be put upon its 
passage. But notwithstanding this unfortunate result, the committee 
are hopeful of a more favorable result in a future Assembly, provided 
members of this Association will use their personal influence with the 
Representatives from their individual districts. The consideration of 
the bill having, as it is termed in legislative parlance, '* nothing in 
it,*' the only source from which we can expect assistance, is in solicit- 
ing and enlisting a personal interest, which must be done by indi- 
vidual effort. 
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The committee respectfully submits the above report, and will 
cheerfully coincide with the decision of the society as to whether the 
report shall be considered one of progress and their efforts continued, 
or whether their labors shall cease and the committee be discharged. 

The following law was subsequently secured : 

Laws of Pennsylvania, Session of 1876, No. 27. 

AN ACT 

To regulate the practice of Dentistry, and to protect the people against empiricism in 
relation thereto, in the State of Pennsylvania, and providing penalties for the 
violation of the same. 

Section i. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania in General Assembly mefy 
and it is hereby enacted by authority of the same. That it shall be un- 
lawful for any person, except regularly authorized physicians and sur- 
geons, to engage in the practice of dentistry in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, unless said person has graduated and received a diploma from 
the faculty of a reputable institution, where this specialty is taught, 
and chartered under the authority of some one of the United States, 
or of a foreign government, acknowledged as such, or shall have ob- 
tained a certificate from a board of examiners duly appointed and 
authorized by the provisions of this act to issue such certificate. 

Sec. 2. The board of examiners shall consist of six practitioners 
of dentistry who are of acknowledged ability in the profession. Said 
board shall be elected by the Pennsylvania State Dental Society, at 
their next annual meeting, as follows : Two shall be elected for one 
year, two for two years, and two for three years ; and each year there- 
after two shall be elected to serve for three years, or until their suc- 
cessors are elected. The said board shall have power to fill all 
vacancies for unexpired terms, and they shall be responsible to said 
State Dental Society for their acts. 

Sec. 3. It shall be the duty of this board — 

I. To meet annually at the time and place of meeting of the 
Pennsylvania State Dental Society, and at such other time and place 
as the said board shall agree upon, to conduct the examination of ap- 
plicants. They shall also meet for the same purpose, at the call of 
any four members of said board, at such time and place as may be 
designated. Thirty days* notice must be given of the meetings, by 
advertising in at least three periodicals, one of them being a dental 
journal, and all published within this State. 

II. To grant a certificate of ability to practice dentistry, which 
certificate shall be signed by said board and stamped with a suitable 
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seal, to all applicants who undergo a satisfactory examination, and 
who receive at least four affirmative votes. 

III. To keep a book in which shall be registered the names and 
the qualifications of such, as far as practicable, of all persons who have 
been granted certificates of ability to practice dentistry under the pro- 
visions of this act. 

Sec. 4. The book so kept shall be a book of record, and a trans- 
script from it, certified to by the officer who has it in keeping, with 
the seal of said board of examiners, shall be evidence in any court of 
this State. 

Sec. 5. Four members of this board shall constitute a quorum 
for the transaction of business ; and should a quorum not be present 
on any day appointed for their meeting, those present may adjourn, 
from day to day, until a quorum is present. 

Sec. 6. Any person who shall, in violation of this act, practice 
dentistry in the State of Pennsylvania, shall be liable to indictment 
in the court of quarter sessions of the proper county, and on convic- 
tion, shall be fined not less than ^50 or more than ;g2oo ; Provided, 
That any person so convicted shall not be entitled to any fee for ser- 
vices rendered, and if a fee shall have been paid, the patient, or his 
or her heirs, may recover the same as debts of like amount are now 
recoverable by law. 

Sec. 7. All fines collected shall inure to the poor fund of the 
county in which the prosecution occurs. 

Sec. 8. Nothing in this act shall apply to persons who shall have 
been engaged in the continuous practice of dentistry in this State, for 
three years or over, at the time of or prior to, the passage of this act. 

Sec. 9. To provide a fund to carry out the provisions of the 
third section of this act, it shall be the duty of the said board of ex- 
aminers to collect from those who receive the certificate to practice 
dentistry, the sum of- thirty ($30) dollars each ; of which sum, if there 
be any remaining, after liquidating necessary expenses, the balance 
shall be paid into the treasury of the said Pennsylvania State Dental 
Society, to be kept as a fund for the more perfect carrying out of the 
provisions of this act. 

We do certify that the bill entitled "An Act to regulate the 
practice of dentistry, and to protect the people against empiricism in 
relation thereto, in the State of Pennsylvania, and providing penalties 
for the violation of the same,*' was presented to the governor on the 
sixth day of April, one thousand eight hundred and seventy-six, and 



20 

was not returned within ten days after it had been presented to him ; 
wherefore it has, agreeably to the Constitution of this Commonwealth, 
become a law in like manner as if he had signed it. 

Adam Woolever, 

Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Thos. B. Cochran, 

Acting Clerk of the Senate, 
Harrisburg, April 17th, 1876. 

To the Hon, President and Members of the Pennsylvania State Dental 
Society : 

Your Committee on Enforcement of the Dental Law beg leave to 
submit the following report, viz. : 

C. S. Beck had the case of one Harroun brought before the grand 
jury for the third time, and succeeded in the finding of a true bilL 
Case was called for trial at the regular term of Wayne County court. 
After hearing the evidence of prosecution and defence, the jury re- 
turned a verdict of '* Not guilty, and Dr. C. S. Beck, of Pennsylvania 
State Dental Society, pay the costs.** Through the efforts of Dr. 
Beck the costs were thrown on the county, the costs following the case 
being that of J25.50, attorneys' fees. 

Wm. B. Miller entered suit against Nelson P. Duffy, of HoUidays- 
burg, Pa., in September, 1880. Grand jury found a true bill at Jan- 
uary term, 1881. Case being called for trial, and defendant not 
present, the court ordered his bail forfeited. At the following argu- 
ment, upon application of attorney for defence, the bail was remitted, 
with the understanding that defendant pay costs up to date, and that 
he be permitted to stand his trial. Previous to the April term (about 
ten days) the prosecutor offered to compromise the case with defend- 
ant by his paying costs. This he refused to do. This proposition of 
compromise was made in consideration of the fact that defendant had 
attended college and graduated in Michigan., Case was called for 
trial at April term, evidence of prosecutor and defendant heard, and 
jury rendered a verdict of not guilty, and that prosecutor, Wm. B. 
Miller, pay the costs. 

A report from the Central Pennsylvania Dental Association was 
then read by the Secretary : 

To the Hon, President^ Officers, and Members of the Pennsylvania 
State Dental Society : 

The Central Pennsylvania Dental Association begs leave to sub- 
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mit the following preamble and resolutions, adopted at the last meet- 
ing of said Association, held at Huntingdon, July 5th, 188 1 : 

Whereas, Dr. Wm. B. Miller, an active member in good stand- 
ing of the Central Pennsylvania Dental Association, and a member of 
your honorable body, did, from our own personal knowledge, perform 
his duty as a member of a committee, appointed by your honorable 
body for the purpose of enforcing the law regulating the practice of 
dentistry in this State, as prosecutor in the case of the Commonwealth 
vs. Nelson P. Duffy j and. 

Whereas, From the history of the case we believe said Nelson P. 
Duffy guilty in manner and form as indicted, notwithstanding the 
verdict of the jury ; and, 

Whereas, Dr. J. W. Isenberg, a suspended member of the Cen- 
tral Pennsylvania Dental Association, did take an undue interest in 
the case by addressing a personal communication to the honorable 
judge on behalf of defence and by assisting and encouraging the de- 
fendant to his utmost by testimony in favor of the defence unbecom- 
ing to the profession, thereby aiding very materially and influencing 
court and jury in the verdict as rendered in said case ; and, 

Whereas, After trial of said cause, J. W. Isenberg did take per- 
sonally to the editors of two of the daily papers of the city of Al- 
toona a communication which we believe was written or at least 
dictated by him, and made a personal appeal and request that said 
communication be published ; and. 

Whereas, Communication referred to was a personal attack on 
and calculated to prejudice public opinion against Wm. B. Miller, 
acting prosecutor in the case ; and, 

Whereas, Upon editors referred to refusing to give said com- 
munication a place in public print, J. W. Isenberg did make a number 
of copies of said communication, and, accompanied by a letter of 
explanation, send the same to a number of members of the profession 
and to members of your honorable body, we believe for the sole and 
only purpose of inflicting personal injury and bringing into disrepute 
Wm. B. Miller among his professional brethren ; therefore, 

/Resolved, That the Central Pennsylvania Association does hereby 
express its thanks to Dr. Wm. B. Miller, and its approval of the 
unceasing efforts and manner in which he conducted this case ; and 
further 

Resolvedy That the above preamble and resolutions be respect- 
fully submitted to the honorable body, the Pennsylvania State Dental 
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Society, for consideration, and that the letter and communication 
herein referred to accompany these resolutions; and, with our united 
compliments, we hereby present the Pennsylvania State Dental Society 
with a correct and complete transcript of court proceedings in said 
case. Respectfully submitted, etc. 

Your committee appointed to secure additional dental legislation 
would respectfully report that they endeavored to secure the passage 
of the act hereunto appended. A portion of the committee made 
personal visits to the capitol for the purpose of pressing our claims. 

The bill passed the Senate almost if not quite unanimously, and 
upon first and second reading in the House it met with very little 
opposition, but when it came up on third reading, the opposition 
rallied all their forces and succeeded in defeating the bill the day 
before final adjournment. 

The reasons assigned for this opposition were that the colleges at 
the present time turned out many incompetent men and were getting 
to be merely money-making corporations, and that the effect of the 
passage of such a law would be to support and encourage such institu- 
tions. 

The persons who were instrumental in defeating this bill advo- 
cated and promised their support and influence to secure the passage 
of a law requiring every dental practitioner to be examined and have 
a license from a State Board of Examiners before he is legally entitled 
to practice. 

The section on Dental Education, at the late meeting in New 
York, reported strongly in favor of laws regulating the practice of 
Dentistry in the several States as one of the most effective means of 
advancing dental education. 

We would, therefore, recommend that a bill be presented to the 
next Legislature requiring every practitioner of Dentistry to have a 
license from a State Board of Examiners, to be appointed by the Gov- 
ernor from a certain number of competent men recommended by this 
society. 

We would also recommend that the bill hereunto appended be 
again presented, so that if failure occur in the passage of one, we still 
have an opportunity left for the passage of the other, the committee- 
believing that the two bills thus presented will in no way interfere 
with each other, but the tendency will be the securing of such legis- 
lation as in the opinion of this society is demanded for the public 
good. 

Dr. Klump then offered the following resolution, which was 
adopted : 
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Resolved^ That the Committee on Enforcement of Dental Law 
are requested to prosecute any case which any local society may bring 
to their notice, providing such society tender the probable cost of 
such prosecution and furnish evidence which in the judgment of the 
committee is sufficient to convict the violator. 

Resolved^ That the Corresponding Secretary be instructed to 
transmit a copy of these resolutions to each local society here repre- 
sented, together with the names and address of the Committee on the 
Enforcement of Dental Law. 

Your committee, appointed to consider the enforcement of the 
State law to regulate the practice of dentistry, reports as follows : 

One of the earliest questions to arise was that of finance. Having 
set apart no funds, and giving no authority to draw upon the treas- 
urer, this society left to the committee the duty of finding its own 
ways and means. The only approsech :ito*pi;oYiding:ti "fund was the 
passage of a resolution authorizing i jori dii'efcting^^his'^. committee to 
take charge of all -peases, pi?t. into Jbeib^h^zuds fey^kjcal rsQcicties, tivfhiehi; 
would furnish testimony i to Vistain: prbsecutian ::ac(d:; nion^yto^payr 
expenses. Seeing a circflTar,. issued -by a committer -pf ihe.IJeptal 
Society of the State of Niw ¥ork,°4niSo«Dci^ff thatjth^y^ad. pasifiye^ 
instructions to commence suits against violators of the dental law of 
that State, we made inquiry of the committee and received the fol- 
lowing reply, under date of November 15 th, 1 88 1 : "We have the 
State Society to back us, and the district societies have nothing to cfo 
with suits. The State Society pays all expenses, and fully instructed 
us. Under our old law no suit could be brought, as the law simply 
organized the State Society. There was no penalty then enacted. 
We think there should be no difficulty in getting convictions under 
our law now, and are so advised." 

Our business seemed very like a crusade against violators of the 
law; but, as ** money is the sinews of war," and nobody had fur- 
nished any, you may be sure that your committee did not feel very 
warlike. However, we thought something might be done, even with- 
out money, and therefore opened a correspondence with the dentists 
of York, who had taken some interest in a case brought by a man 
outside of the profession against one A. A. Nasson, calling himself 
D.D.S., and against whom judgment had been obtained as one prac- 
ticing in violation of law. A motion to arrest judgment was then 
pending, and we were assured by the attorney, who had successfully 
maintained the case thus far, that if this motion was unsuccessful the 
defendant would carry the case to the Supreme Court. The dentists 
of that place declined to contribute toward or assume any responsi- 
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bility for the further prosecution of the suit ; the prosecutor was re- 
ported too poor to meet the expense, and, after consulting members 
of the society, the chairman of the committee, rather than lose the 
case by default, advanced the attorney fee — JI25, and directed that 
argument be made against the motion. Our object was to make this 
a test case and, if need be, carry it up. 

The case did not come on for argument until February 20th, 
1882, when the judge granted the motion and, in effect, decided that 
so much of the law as applied to acts done before its passage was un- 
constitutional ; that by preparation and study a man acquires a right 
of property in his profession ; having acquired this legally, before the 
enactment of the law, he cannot be deprived of it but by '* due pro- 
cess of law,'* and due process of law does not mean a legislative 
enactment. The defendant was established in the practice of dentistry 
before April 17th, 1876, and therefore is entitled to continue. 

In conUiAiflS:atiQ^thQ'*oesult:of the argument, our attorney took 
occasion to say** •*CTk©"^fl^:filed a very full and elaborate opinion, 
ieinr Mmtet the: sqjprchcnsion: thjit ^^ case^Quld go to the Supreme 
:GbBBt.: ••We.'Stre itodined to*tbc opinipij t}ia^tr4tL js: already correctly 
decided,-. In>a^>tton to«.thi4s, it.isi^liaGdly f)nobable that a dozen such 
ca^^Jivfclj.'ey^.^risip^aindel jSbis iaw; \ Tha law is constitutional, and 
does apply to all persons commencing the study or practice of dentistry 
after the date of this act. It is only unconstitutional as to those who 
had commenced before the passage of the law, but had not practiced 
three years.'* 

Finding that other men learned in the law held the same opinion, 
that the case was correctly decided, we concluded that, if it was not, 
the particular issue was not of sufficient importance to warrant the 
expense of an appeal ; therefore, no appeal was made, and the York 
decision may be considered as governing, for the present, our pro- 
ceedings. 

Before the conclusion of the York case, your committee was 
requested to take charge of a case in Williamsport against H. L. 
Mundy, who was supposed to be practicing in violation of law. Dr. 
J. W. Rhone, being the member of committee nearest the place of 
trial, acted for the committee. The grand jury found a true bill, 
and the case was before the court January 4th and 5th, but decided 
in favor of the defendant, the costs, however, being laid upon the 
county. The issue in this case, as we understand it, was made to 
turn upon the value of a ** Buchanan " diploma, or upon the construc- 
tion to be put upon the term "reputable" as used in the law. The 
defendant and friends testified that the institution from which he pro- 
cured a diploma was of good repute, and he or they never knew to the 



25 

contrary. Physicians and others testified to the general disreputable 
character of the so-called college, but when asked if they were present 
when this identical diploma was issued, they could only answer in the 
negative. The record of the Philadelphia court which tried Dr. 
Buchanan was refused as evidence, the judge ruling that proof then 
of the disreputable character of *' The American University, of Phila- 
delphia,'* was not proof of disrepute December 20th, 1879, the date 
of Mundy's diploma. Giving the defence the benefit of all possible 
doubt, it seems to have been argued by this court that an institution 
so notoriously bad that the authority of the State was called in to wipe 
it out of existence, and which had the common repute, in Europe as 
well as in America, of peddling bogus diplomas as its sole business, 
might at some time have had a blissful, pure, Eden-like existence, 
and issued none but honest, well-earned parchment ! 

The beautiful, simple faith which believes in an Augustan age for 
crime, and thinks that Buchanan was innocent and honest when he 
issued his first lot of diplomas, can hardly be looked for beyond the 
valley of the West Branch, if, indeed, beyond the walls of the court- 
room where this case was tried. 

There is some reason to believe that this case was not tried on its 
merits ; that the penal clause of the act was considered unnecessarily 
severe, and strong prejudices aroused against any conviction under it. 
If the judge used language attributed to him when speaking of the 
law, if he declared that he would not sentence any one under its 
provisions, and if men occupying the judicial seat consider it within 
the line of duty to nullify a statute because its enactments do not 
harmonize with their ideas of propriety, then your committee suggests 
the modification of the law to such extent as to make it available and 
effective for the end proposed, namely, the protection of the people of 
this Commonwealth from the evils of empiricism, ignorance, and pro- 
fessional incompetency. 

To the Honorable President and Members of the Pennsylvania State 
Dental Society : 

The commitee appointed by your honorable body for the purpose 
of enforcing the law regulating the practice of dentistry being ad- 
vised to enter suit against Howard L. Mundy, of Williamsport, Pa. , 
after due consideration, decided that I, as an individual, should act as 
prosecutor in said case, being the most conveniently located to the 
jurisdiction in which said H. L. Mundy was practicing. On behalf 
of said committee, I therefore beg leave to submit the following 
report, viz. : The information made, H. L. Mundy was accorded a 
hearing before the city recorder of Williamsport, and thereupon 
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placed under bail for his appearance at the following session of the 
Court of Quarter Sessions, of Lycoming County, Williamsport, Pa. 
The attorneys employed by the prosecution were J. Clinton Hill, 
John J. Metzgar, assisted by J. J. Reardon, District Attorney. The 
Hon. Robert Allen, assisted by Caudor & Munson, being employed 
by the defendant. The case was called for trial January 4th, 1882, 
but owing to an exception offered by the attorney for defence as to 
the legality of form of indictment, which was sustained by the court, 
the Hon. Hugh H. Cummings presiding, a second indictment was 
drawn up, submitted to the grand jury, returning a true bill. There 
being no objection offered to second indictment, the case was again 
called for trial, January 5th, 1882, and, after occupying the atten- 
tion of the court the entire day, was disposed of in the following 
manner : 

The prosecution clearly established the fact that Howard L. 
Mundy was engaged in the practice of dentistry in the city of Wil- 
liamsport, Pa., which fact was conceded by the defendant, who offered 
as his authority for so doing a diploma issued by the " notorious 
Buchanan." In rebuttal to which the prosecution offered a court 
record of Philadelphia County, No. — , to the effect that "The 
American University, of Philadelphia,*' more familiarly known as 
'* The Buchanan College," was a disreputable institution, its diplomas 
therefore fraudulent, and should not be recognized by the court as 
evidence for the defence. 

The defence objected to said court record being admitted, owing 
to the fact that the fact was not established that said institution was 
not reputable at the time when said diploma was issued, viz. : De- 
cember 20th, 1879. The court thereupon sustained the objection 
offered by the defence, and further ruled that there was but one point 
involved in the case, viz. : ** Was the institution reputable or not at 
the time Dr. Mundy's diploma was issued." On this point, he added, 
** hinged the whole case." H. L. Mundy then testified to the reputa- 
bility of the institution at the time when he obtained his diploma, 
that he had attended one full course of lectures at the Pennsylvania 
College of Dental Surgery, of Philadelphia, previous to his attendance 
at the Buchanan College, and the advantages of the latter were in 
every respect, equal to the former in furniture. Some of the apart- 
ments were superior. The chairs, furniture, instruments, and neces- 
sary appliances, being equal to any he had seen in any of the other 
Dental Colleges, he having frequently visited the Philadelphia Dental 
College during his course at the Buchanan College. That the lectures 
from the different chairs were full and well illustrated with diagrams, 
and the necessary appliances were equal to those of the *' Pennsyl- 
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vania Dental College/* The above testimony was fully corroborated 
by H. L. Mundy's father. 

H. L. Mundy admitted that he was less than twenty days in at- 
tendance at the Buchanan College at the time when he received his 
diploma. He further stated, that this college graduated students on 
qualification regardless of time, and that he could have obtained said 
diploma at once, had it not been he was deficient in some essential 
points. 

The prosecution then called the physicians of Williamsport, also 
a number of members of the dental profession, including Dr. G. W. 
Klump, of Williamsport, and Dr. J. C. Green, of West Chester, to 
establish the disreputability of the Buchanan College ; said physicians 
and dentists being unanimous in their testimony as to the character 
and disreputability of the institution. None of them, however, 
could testify positively as to the reputability of said college at the 
particular time when the diploma of said H. L. Mundy was issued, 
viz.: December 20th, 1879, ^^ consequence of which the testimony of 
prosecution upon this point proved of no avail, and the inference 
might be drawn that the Buchanan College may have had one bright 
and honorable spot in its history. 

The judge's charge was substantially as follows : In reference to 
the question whether ''The American University, of Philadelphia'* 
had the right to teach the science and art of dentistry, and power to 
confer the degree of Doctor of Dental Surgery, he stated to the jury 
that the dental law makes but one provision as to the kind of an insti- 
tution in which this specialty shall be taught and the degree of D.D.S. 
conferred, viz. : From the faculty of a reputable institution where this 
specialty is taught, chartered under the authority of some one of the 
United States or of a foreign government. That it would not neces- 
sarily have to be a dental or medical school ; that if the American 
University was reputable, it had the other qualifications — for example: 
Dickinson Seminary, of Williamsport, being a regularly chartered in- 
stitute, under the laws of the State of Pennsylvania, of a reputable 
character, would have all the rights, under this law, to confer the 
degree of D. D. S. , should it add a chair to its faculty teaching the 
specialty of dentistry. 

The honorable judge further stated to the jury, with emphasis y 
that they must take into consideration that Mr. Mundy was a poor 
young man, with a wife to support, his profession being his only means 
of obtaining for himself and family a competent livelihood. In regard 
to the penalty for violation of this law, the judge stated, at first sight, 
the law appears light, but when we take into consideration that, in the 
event of a conviction, it not only prevents the defendant from prac- 
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ticing dentistry, but debars him from collecting any claims that may 
be due on account of professional services rendered, and delegates 
to those from whom he has already received fees the power to compel 
him to refund the amount, the law is very severe. 

The judge further charged that the case rested entirely on the one 
point, viz.: *' Was the American University, of Philadelphia, reputa- 
ble or not at the time H. L. Mundy's diploma was issued, and that 
the jury, in arriving at their verdict, must bear in mind that the evi- 
dence given by the medical and dental profession was based almost 
entirely upon public rumor, while that of the defendant, corroborated 
by his father, was from their own personal observation. That if the 
jury had any reasonable doubt, the defendant should have the benefit 
of said doubt." The charge thus concluding, the jury found a ver- 
dict of acquittal, and imposed the costs upon the county. 

The judge's charge to the jury was apparently in favor of the 
defendant. After the case was thus decided, an attorney for the 
prosecution approached the judge and remarked that his action in this 
case appeared to him unusual, and, in reply as to his reason, the judge 
said: **The law is too hoggish to be enforced, and, further, that he 
would not sentence any one so convicted under his jurisdiction.'* 
Later in the evening. Dr. Jesse Green, of West Chester, and Drs. 
Rhoads and Rank, of Williamsport, accompanied by myself, ap- 
proached the judge upon the same subject, he reiterating his reply to 
our attorney, further adding, ''the law was worse than the * Spanish 
Laws. ' ' ' I then asked the judge for a copy of his charge, to which 
he replied " that the court reporter had failed to make a record of it.'' 
This neglect, in my opinion, was intentional, and consequently a 
verbatim report could not be obtained. Your committee had in this 
what they felt to be a good case ; but owing to the position of the 
judge, and the construction placed upon the same by the attorneys 
for the defendant, a conviction was impossible. Your committee did 
what seemed to them, after careful deliberation, to be right and 
honorable, and respectfully submits the foregoing report for your con- 
sideration and approval or disapproval. 

In reference to the penal clause in the law, the question arose in 
this case that, in the event of a conviction, what disposition should be 
made of the fine imposed, Lycoming County having no general Poor 
Fund. The opinion seemed prevalent that said fine would go into 
the Commissioners' Fund. There being a number of counties in this 
State having no Poor Fund, your committee would suggest that the penal 
clause be so amended as to read : ** For the use of the proper county. " 

All of which is respectfully submitted, J. W. Rhone. 

On behalf of the committee. July, 1882. 
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As these two cases — all that we have tried — have been decided 
adversely, have we gained anything in the direction of enforcement of 
the law? We answer, yes. We have ascertained that the law is con- 
stitutional, and will apply to all who have commenced to study or 
practice since April, 1876. We find that there is a public opinion 
favorable to the enforcement of a just law to regulate practice, and 
that opposition to such a law comes from those who are interested in 
violating it, or those who are misinformed as to its provisions and ob- 
jects. We have also found a willingness on the part of some inter- 
ested to comply with the law when informed of its requirements. 

The result of sending out printed copies of the law, accompanied 
by notices, was to bring responses which showed general ignorance 
of its provisions and penalties. Several parties have written giv- 
ing verbal assurances of intention to attend college during the next 
fall and winter term. One who was well established in the western 
part of the State promptly matriculated with the Philadelphia Dental 
College as the best means of proving good intent. In large numbers, 
and from all parts of the State, in response to notice in the Cosmos^ 
have come requests for a copy of the law. Members of the society 
have kindly given attention to circulation of copies, and we think that 
hereafter the plea of ignorance will not be put in by any one. 

From Massachusetts and Kansas, each striving for a regulating 
law, we have requests for a copy of our law and suggestions from our 
experience. 

Save the Williamsport case, none has been put into our hands by 
any local society. At its meeting in May last, the Lake Erie Dental 
Association passed a resolution avowing their intention to maintain the 
law, and caused publication to be made in the newspapers of the 
several counties in which its members reside, as follows : 

^^ Resolved^ That those who are practicing dentistry in violation 
of the law of April, 1876, within our State, and in our vicinity, be 
notified, by publication in the newspapers, of the intention of this 
Association to sustain the law. They therefore have fair warning to 
appear before the State Board of Examiners, in Williamsport, the last 
Tuesday in July next, or at once take proper steps to procure a 
diploma from a reputable dental college.'* 

One case came up for consideration, involving the question 
whether a man without a diploma, but with a good record in another 
State, and a member there of the State Society, should have permission 
to practice in this State until the regular meeting of the Examining 
Board, he promising then to come before it. While well disposed to- 
ward the applicant, and inclined to concede something under such 
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circumstances, we conclude that you would not sanction the establish- 
ment of such a precedent, and that comity toward a sister society did 
not demand of us any evasion of law. We therefore declined to make 
the concession asked, leaving the issue with the Examining Board, 
but stating to them distinctly our position. 

Somewhat similar is the case of one who is notified that he is 
violating the law. He cannot go before the Examining Board for 
several months ; he prefers to attend college, and announces his in- 
tention to do so ; but for this he mist wait still longer. How does 
this society interpret the spirit of the law? Would it arrest the man 
and his practice, or take his guaranty, with security, for the perform- 
ance of what he promises? Instruction on this point to future com- 
mittees is suggested. 

We have sent copies of the law to more than one hundred den- 
tists within the State. 

We have sent a copy of the law and printed notice to each of 
fifteen reported to us as violating the law, and have received replies 
from six. Of these, one commenced practice before April, 1876 ; 
one offers to satisfy the committee that he is all right if they ever come 
that way and will stop to investigate ; one pleads poverty, previous 
ignorance of the law, and intention to attend college next fall ; two 
came in person and agreed to go to college ; one of them, already 
alluded to, has matriculated, and one engaged to appear before Ex- 
amining Board. * * * 

We believe the general effect and tendency of the law to be good. 
But little dependence was placed upon the retroactive clause, and the 
loss of it, as nullified by the York decision, we consider unimportant. 
While the severe penalty might seriously interfere with conviction of 
those engaged in practice before the passage of the law, it would not 
meet with such serious objection when applied to those who have com- 
menced business since. The law being published and its penalties 
known, those who willfully violate it adopt the risks and make them- 
selves liable to the punishment, which is not heavy, when we consider 
the injury to health and the suffering and deformities which result 
from professional ignorance. 

We suggest the value of individual effort to place before each 
community a statement of the beneficent objects of the law, to show 
that it is for public, and not for private benefit ; that while it is in- 
tended to elevate the standard of professional education, and increase 
the ability and usefulness of members of our calling, its greater benefits 
are for the people. W. E. Magill, 

J. W. Rhone, 

Committee, 
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After considering the question of further legislation on the law 
regulating the practice of dentistry, it was 

Resolved^ That we, as a society and individually, are willing to 
do all in our power to influence our State Representatives to secure the 
passage and enforcement of the " Registry Act,** and that we request 
every member of the State Society present to do the same. 

On motion of Professor Truman, the Committee on Enforcement 
of Dental Law was instructed to take the next case for prosecution 
from the city of Philadelphia. 

Without application to this committee, a suit was brought against 
F. A. Cooney, of Doylestown, and the trial was held before Judge 
Watson ; who ruled, that the qualifications of the defendant — his ability 
to operate or to construct artificial teeth — would not materially affect 
the issue. The question was, whether the law had been violated, and 
the duty of the court was to compel obedience to law. The verdict of 
the jury was against the defendant, who subsequently obtained a 
diploma from one of the Baltimore Colleges. 

We call attention to this case, especially to illustrate the ability 
of dentists and local organizations to maintain the law. Frequent 
complaints are made that violations of the law are still common. The 
assertion is made that the law is of no value, but these complainers 
fail to carry home the question, ** Who is responsible for this state of 
things ?** We submit, for your consideration, the opinion that in each 
town and county the resident dentists and local societies are compe- 
tent to deal with this question and secure enforcement of the law, and 
upon them the responsibility properly rests, at least to the extent of 
obtaining testimony and raising funds. 

We understood last year that a test case would be brought up in 
Philadelphia ; but have heard of no movement there, for that purpose, 
on the part of members of our profession. 

The amendment, which became a law in June last, requires the 
registration of the names of all dentists intending to continue, or begin 
practice in this State, a record of the diploma or certificate of each to 
be made in the Recorder's ofiice of the city or county in which he or 
she resides ; and each person claiming the right to practice without a 
diploma or certificate is to make written afiidavit of the time and 
places of continuous practice. Therefore, it might be well to authorize 
a form of afiidavit which would meet the objects of the law, and send 
a copy of such form to the Recorder of each county, with a view to 
secure uniformity. 
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Laws of Pennsylvania, Session of 1883, No. 116. 

AN ACT 

For the registration of dentists supplementary to the Act entitled, "An Act to Regu- 
late the Practice of Dentistry, and to protect the people against empiricism in 
relation thereto, in the State of Pennsylvania, and providing penalties for the 
same," which became a law on the seventeenth day of April, one thousand eight 
hundred and seventy-six, providing for the registration of practitioners of den- 
tistry, and penalties for violations of the same. 

Section i . Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, in General Assembly mety 
and it is hereby enacted by authority of the same, That it shall be the 
duty of any person practicing dentistry within this Commonwealth, 
within three months after the passage of this act, and of any person 
intending to practice dentistry within this Commonwealth, before 
commencing the same, to have recorded in the recorder's office in the 
county in which he or she practices, or intends to practice, the di- 
ploma or certificate provided for in the act to which this is a supple- 
ment. 

Sec. 2. Any person beginning to practice dentistry in this State, 
after the passage of this act, having a dental diploma issued, or pur- 
porting to have been issued, by any college, university, society, or 
association, shall present the same to the State Examining Board pro- 
vided for in the act to which this is a supplement for approval, such 
Examining Board being satisfied as to the qualifications of the appli- 
cant and the genuineness of the diploma, shall, without fee, indorse 
the same as approved, after which the same may be recorded as afore- 
said. 

Sec. 3. Any person who is entitled to practice dentistry in this 
Commonwealth, without a diploma or certificate under the provisions 
of the eighth section of the act to which this is a supplement, shall make 
written affidavit before some person qualified to administer an oath, 
setting forth the time of his continuous practice and the place or 
places where such practice was pursued in this Commonwealth, and 
shall, within three months after the passage of this act, have such 
affidavit recorded in the recorder's office of the county in which he is 
practicing. And it shall be the duty of the recorder to record such 
diplomas, certificates, and affidavits in a book provided for such pur- 
pose. 

Sec. 4. Any person who shall violate or fail to comply with any 
of the provisions of this act, or of the act to which this is a supple- 
ment, or who shall cause to be recorded any diploma or certificate 
which has been obtained fraudulently, or is in whole or in part a 
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forgery, or shall make affidavit to any false statement to be recorded 
as aforesaid, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction 
shall be sentenced to pay a fine of not less than fifty or more than two 
hundred dollars for each offense, for the use of the proper county. 

Sec. 5. All acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby 
repealed. 

Approved the 20th day of June, A. D. 1883. 

RoBT. E. Pattison. 

To secure uniformity of action by Recorders under the law of 
June 20th, 1883, blank forms of affidavit were sent to each county 
within the State, and later a circular containing the full text of that 
law, and calling attention especially to the provision made for having 
diplomas endorsed by the State Examining Board before they should 
be registered. 

Blank lists were also sent to Recorders, and in many cases have 
been returned with a copy of the record. When all shall have com- 
plied with our request we will have a complete list of dentists in the 
State and diplomas or affidavits according to official reports of record. 

While satisfied that few men continue to practice in violation of 
law, your committee have adhered to their rule and brought no suit 
unless some one in the vicinity, where complaint was made, would 
assume responsibility for expense to be incurred and for securing tes- 
timony. 



The Law of 1876, with Supplement. 

BY W. E. MAGILL, OF ERIE. 

The law of 1876 had for its object the elevation of our profession 
by demanding some preparation in the way of experience and educa- 
tion on the part of those who assume to take charge of the public 
health in this department. 

Some of its provisions are fair and liberal. The diplomas of all 
colleges in good repute, where our specialty is taught, are by it recog- 
nized. Continuous practice of three years, prior to the passage of the 
law, entitles a man to continue in practice without any^ question as to 
his qualifications. A State Board of Examiners is appointed whose 
certificate answers the purpose of a college diploma by giving privilege 
to practice. Thus any man who, by instruction and private study, 
has obtained the knowledge necessary to pass a satisfactory examina- 
tion, is furnished a short and cheap road to good legal standing in his 
profession. 

3 
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One would suppose that to such a law, plainly in the line of popu- 
lar benefit, no objector would arise, but every man would hasten to- 
give its provisions his full support, and by all fair means aid its en- 
forcement. Such, however, has not been and is not now the fact. 
From all parts of the State come complaints that the law is openly 
violated. Men undertake to practice dentistry without any of the 
preparation contemplated by the law and with the merest apology in 
the way of pupilage. Apparently, when they have seen an amalgam 
filling placed in the grinding surface of a molar and witnessed the 
construction of a rubber plate, they consider themselves ready to adopt 
all the titles and assume all the responsibilities of the profession. 

That such a state of affairs should exist immediately after the pas- 
sage of the law and before knowledge of its provisions had gone 
abroad, might not be surprising, but one may well marvel that after 
it has been on record nine years, such open violation of its require- 
ments should be permitted. 

In seeking reasons for this we assume, first, want of energy in the 
enforcement of the law. Laws are respected only when they are en- 
forced and not when they become a dead letter in the statute books. 
Some difficulties lie in the way of enforcement — of these a part be- 
longs to the law. The first decision under the act pronounced that 
clause unconstitutional which required continuous practice of three 
years, before the enactment, and maintained that to be in actual 
practice when the law went into effect entitled a man to continue. 
When another case was tried, the judge on the bench gave expression 
to bitter prejudice against the law, objecting particularly to the clause 
which declares all fees forfeited by one who practices unlawfully. 

A common difficulty is toobtain testimony. No patient wishes to 
be drawn into such a controversy. No dentist is willing to appear as 
prosecutor or witness, but when he makes complaint is very careful 
to say, *' Now I do not wish to be known or appear in this matter. '*^ 
To these two classes we must look for direct testimony, and without 
such evidence no case can be sustained. 

Another difficulty is the indifference of members of our profession 
so long as illegal practice does not interfere with their income. Of 
course they have at heart the elevation of our profession, would like 
to see every f)ractitioner educated, skillful, intelligent, but they do 
not care enough to make sacrifices to that end. The practical test of 
Stephen Girard was, ** I am sorry $io, how much are you sorry?'' 
Tried by this test we do not, as a profession, seem very sorry that the 
law is not enforced. 

Again, public sentiment cannot be relied upon to sustain the law. 
Usually it is easy to get a verdict against a corporation, for popular 
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sympathy is with the individual as opposed to the company; so to 
many persons, the enforcement of a law to regulate the practice of 
dentistry is the attempt of combined members of our profession to 
oppress a weak minority. 

To some extent ignorance of the law prevails, and there are per- 
sons who take advantage of such ignorance. One man in the western 
part of the State takes students for short periods, charges a liberal fee 
for instruction, and gives them his certificate, with the assurance that it 
entitles them not only to all the benefits of a certificate from the 
State Examining Board, but is good in other States. He is not a 
Wisconsin College, but a whole Pennsylvania College himself, and 
the number of young men who put faith in him would be surprising 
did we not know of the blandishments and impudence of many in 
other professions, and that dupes are to be found, somewhere, by 
every rogue. 

Men come in from other States expecting that practice elsewhere 
will be equivalent to the same term of practice here, and that, when 
they have registered they have complied with all the requirements of 
our law. 

Difficulties, such as has been enumerated, induced our Committee 
on Legislation to seek aid by another enactment, and they succeeded 
in obtaining, June 20th, 1883, what we call ** The Supplement," the 
intention of which is to oblige every one in practice or about to enter 
practice, as a dentist, to register. As this registration is to be made 
under oath, before the Recorder of Deeds or other officer, it is ex- 
pected to furnish evidence for or against every one who goes on record. 
Failure to register is made a misdemeanor, punishable by fine. 

In construing this supplement, some Recorders considered it not a 
duty but a matter of option to record anything under its provisions, 
and were inclined to refuse, or at least advise, applicants that there 
was no real obligation to register. Under it questions like this have 
arisen : If an M. D. offers his diploma as authority to practice dentis- 
try, shall it go on record with the Recorder of Deeds or with the 
Prothonotary ? To me it appears that by the wording of the supple- 
ment it is made to apply only to those who hold a diploma, or a cer- 
tificate from the State Board, or are entitled to practice without either. 
If so, it fails to reach the men for whom it is intended, and an at- 
tempt to punish one of them for neglect to* register would meet with 
utter failure. 

There is reason for the belief that we need an amendment of our 
law. Having had notice for nine years of the requirements of the 
law, no man can properly plead ignorance of the spirit and intent of 
past legislation in regard to our profession. No one who proposes to 
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enter upon the practice of dentistry, now, is excusable for looking upon 
it as a trade to be learned in three months. 

Let us have an absolute requirement that every man shall register 
hereafter a diploma from a reputable dental college before he can be 
permitted to begin to practice dentistry in this State. 

DISCUSSION. 

Dr. Fundenburg thought it the fault of the dentists that the law is 
not better enforced. Of the one hundred dentists in Pittsburgh many 
declared they would not register. After being notified by the Pitts- 
burgh Society all but two have registered, and there is no doubt they 
will comply with the law. 

Dr. Magi 11 thought that every man who practices should be re- 
quired to register, and the law should be so plain that no man need 
go to a lawyer to have it explained. 

Dr. Geo. Elliott related a case in Meadville where traveling char- 
latans extract teeth by hundreds. That they were in the city for a 
week, extracting teeth during the day at the hotel, except on market 
mornings, and every evening when they had the chair in a wagon on 
the market grounds. On Saturday morning, July 25th, 1885, at 11 
o'clock, they had extracted over two hundred teeth that morning, 
extracting being the entertainment — free to all — the business of the 
parties being to sell a liniment. 

Your Committee on Enforcement of Dental Law respectfully 
reports, that while the number of persons reported to us as violating 
the law decreases apparently year by year, yet allowing for those un- 
reported, we are satisfied that many within the limits of our State are 
in illegal practice, and that the disposition to evade the law exists to a 
surprising extent. 

We call attention to the fact that this committee is entirely de- 
pendent upon individual members of the profession, or the action of 
local societies for information as to infractions of the law. 

We offer thanks to those who have given us aid, and especially 
feel indebted to the Pittsburgh and Lake Erie Dental Associations for 
prompt and energetic action in support of the law. The former 
society has followed up delinquents and reported them until, we believe, 
they do not know of any one who is now violating the law within 
their jurisdiction. The Lake Erie appointed a committee whose duty 
it is to examine the record at intervals and report all who neglect to 
register, or are in illegal practice. If each society in the State would 
follow this example and place energetic men upon their committees, 
less complaint would be made of the inefficiency of the law. There 
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was brought to the attention of the committee five cases of persons 
practicing unlawfully in the city of Philadelphia. Efforts were 
made to obtain interviews and to secure compliance with the law 
without success, and your committee having knowledge of efforts 
being made to secure the united co-operation of the dentists of that 
city to enforce the law, your committee took no further steps and are 
now pleased to report to this society that an organization has been 
effected to be known as The Philadelphia County Dental Society, 
whose main object is to enforce the law in regard to the practice of 
dentistry in that city. Application has been made to the courts for 
a charter, and as soon as granted, steps will be immediately taken to 
enforce the law and test its strength in that county. 

There are districts in which the want of a local association is 
seriously felt to carry on this work. Individuals do not like to bring 
suit, or undertake litigation which could be maintained by a society 
with ease and without discredit. Other advantages of associated 
effort are very plain to those who attend meetings of a society, and 
we urge this additional demand for organized work upon dentists who 
are now living without the valuable influence in their professional life 
of regular attendance as working members of a dental society. 

Your committee has taken immediate charge of no prosecution 
during the year. A committee of the Lake Erie Association com- 
menced proceedings against H. F. Dickson, of Sharon, Mercer 
County, in June. His case was brought before a grand jury, which 
ignored the bill and required the society to pay costs. Testimony 
was considered by the attorney for the prosecution abundant and 
sufficient to convict. We do not understand the influences which 
combined to decide the action of that grand jury, but have been told 
that there was a lame attempt to prove that Dickson was employed 
by another operator \ also, that the prosecution erred in admitting 
testimony before the jury. 

In a former report we alluded to popular prejudices which obstruct 
proceedings against those who violate the law, and stated our desire 
for additional legislation to the end that all who hereafter enter the 
profession must possess a diploma from a respectable college. 

EXTRACTS FROM THE ANNUAL ADDRESS OF PRESIDENT RHONE. 

** The support and encouragement to which the Committee on En- 
forcement of Dental Law is justly entitled should not be lost sight of. 
While this committee may not have accomplished all that was expected 
of it, it must be admitted that it has done a good work, and exerted 
a most wholesome influence upon the profession at large, and especially 
upon those about entering it. If those from whom we hear the most 
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complaints of the inefficiency of the law were more willing to aid the 
committee in furnishing the necessary means and evidence, the law 
could be more rigidly enforced." 

Not many men in practice will devote the time and use the money 
necessary to procure testimony and sustain a case in court unless they 
have large interests at stake. If our law machinery would run itself, 
if it were only necessary to make complaint to a prosecuting attorney 
and to stand back and let the law take its course, and nobody but the 
defendant had to pay any costs, then complaints would be numerous, 
and perhaps the wisdom of our law would be fully vindicated and 
justified by results. 

We again call your attention to cases which we think are too 
numerous. Young men attend college one term and then commence 
practice, under the plea that they are preparing for the second term. 
The Examining Board is occasionally asked to license such persons — 
give them a permit to practice — ^but have no authority to be accom- 
modating in that way. While some young men, acting in good faith, 
might without harm to communities be permitted thus to engage in 
business, your committee feel that such practice would be in plain 
violation of the law, and any such permission would be given without 
authority and would open the door to a large amount of illegal prac- 
tice. We think the influence of preceptors and college professors, if 
properly directed, will soon put a stop to this evil, and for this object 
we ask the cordial assistance of all members of our profession. We 
ask for a distinct and unequivocal expression of opinion by this 
society on this subject. 

As the result of this report the following resolutions were passed : 
Resolved^ That, as a society, we are pledged to maintain the laws 

of our State and look with disfavor upon any practice which is of 

even doubtful authority. 

Resolved, That, as we understand the laws of this State, no one 
is or can be now authorized to commence to practice dentistry here 
in this State unless he has either a diploma from a respectable college 
or a certificate from our State Board. 

Resolved, That any regular practitioner who takes as a business 
associate one who is not entitled to practice under the law — who in- 
duces him to do business in his own name, or in any other way evade 
the just requirements of the law, is particeps criminis, subject to cen- 
sure by the members of his profession and should be liable to the 
penalty named in the law of 1876, for violation of the same. 
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REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON ENFORCEMENT OF DENTAL LAW. 

Information was made September 9th, 1887, against S. D. Wood, 
of Connellsville, who, it is alleged, commenced practice in this State 
in 1867, continued until 1875, then moved to Illinois and remained 
until 1878. His claim is that he is entitled to register and practice 
because he was in practice here three years before the law of 1876 
was enacted. Against this it is urged that, having failed ta register 
within the ninety days specified in the law of 1883, he is not now en- 
titled to the benefit of registering, and being absent from and not a 
citizen of the State when the law of 1876 was passed, he cannot 
secure privileges under it. 

We are informed that A. E. Kramer, of Uniontown, was a 
dental student in 1876, commenced practice in the spring of 1877, 
and five years since removed to Morgantown, West Virginia. He has 
retufned to this State and has registered an affidavit to the effect that 
he was in practice three years before the passage of the law of 1876. 
As tne affidavit was not put on record when made in 1883, the ques- 
tion occurs, Has he the right to register now ? 

A similar question was brought up for consideration in Pitts- 
burgh. Suit was brought by the local society against a barber who 
had been extracting teeth and had registered as a dentist, claiming 
eighteen years' practice, but hi^ registry was made only last year, 
while the law of 1883 requires registry within ninety days after 
passage of the act. It was our expectation that this case would come 
to trial and a legal decision be obtained on the issue. We are in- 
formed that by advice of counsel the defendant pleaded guilty, to 
save fines and costs. The court ordered him to pay all costs and dis- 
continue practice. 

Allusion was made in our last report to the case of Jacob Haupt, 
of Pittsburgh, who had commenced practice without registering, 
diploma or certificate. Suit. was brought against him before an alder- 
man, and by advice of an attorney he settled before the case went to 
trial, paying costs and agreeing to stop practice. 

The success of the Pittsburgh society proves the ability of local 
societies and associations of dentists to secure enforcement of our 
law and justifies the position long since taken by this committee on 
the subject. 

Another question comes in this form : " Has a dental student the 
right to tramp around from house to house in the practice of dentistry 
and claim that he is practicing under another dentist, when their 
offices are in different towns?** 

Whatever may be our opinion, or the opinion of lawyers whom 
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we may consult, these questions can only be settled definitely by de- 
cisions in court or by amendment of the law. 

We thank those members of our profession who have called our 
attention to known infractions of the law, of which we should not 
have known but for their assistance. Cordial co-operation on the 
part of local societies and regular practitioners would greatly aid this 
committee, and soon, perhaps, do away with the need of it. 

EXTRACTS FROM THE ANNUAL ADDRESS OF PRESIDENT FUNDENBERG. 

*' Much good has been obtained by special dental education and 
restrictive dental legislation. The law requiring every dentist to be 
registered has worked much good to the profession and to the com- 
munity, but it yet requires increased powers. Where the law has 
been enforced it has driven away and excluded many unqualified prac- 
titioners. There is a difficulty in enforcing the law — by getting a 
jury to indict a violator. To the Pittsburgh Dental Society belongs 
the credit of having obtained the first conviction under our present 
law, which occurred within the past month. * 

** But we need a better law — simpler and more restrictive, for the 
simpler and plainer the law the more easily it can be enforced. A 
law requiring every one who shall hereafter engage in the practice of 
dentistry to be a graduate of a reputable dental school, and the regis- 
tration of his diploma endorsed by a board appointed by the State 
Society, would be more effective. Such a law would not exclude any 
one who is at present practicing legitimately. 

*' The wording of a bill to meet the case is a matter demanding 
consideration. Experience teaches the importance of carefully de- 
termining in advance what and how much power the Legislature can 
be induced to give. The practical question in the beginning of such 
attempted legislation is not so much what we would like to have as 
what can be gotten. It is easy to defeat a measure by asking too 
much. 

'* Public sentiment must be educated to the need of protective 
dental legislation. The people and their representatives must be 
taught that strict State supervision of dental practice is not class 
legislation — that dental legislation is as much a protection to the 
people as to the profession.*' 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON ENFORCEMENT OF DENTAL LAW. 

During the year, since our last report was made to you, com- 
paratively few persons have been reported to us as violators of the law. 
Many of the old offenders continue in illegal practice, because those 
who are directly interested do not choose to prosecute. We con- 
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tinue, as heretofore, ready to bring suit in any case where sufficient 
evidence is furnished and proper provision made for court expenses.' 

Complaints do not come to us, usually, accompanied by offers to 
furnish evidence or meet expenses, but as calling the attention of this 
committee to a plain duty, which they are expected to perform 
promptly and with as little trouble to the cdmplainer as is possible. 
We cannot consider such expectation entirely unreasonable, in view 
of the name given to this committee, and the fact that it is supposed 
to represent, in some degree, the dignity and power of this society. 
It is a source of regret to us that we cannot come up to these expecta- 
tions. We think, however, that a fair division of responsibility be- 
tween us and those who feel aggrieved, because violators of the law are 
not summarily punished, is very desirable. What they ask us to do is 
for their benefit, and not for ours ; therefore their share of the work 
should be willingly undertaken. 

There is also justice in the claim for protection by recent 
graduates from college. One correspondent says, ''I am a young 
man, starting in this business, having spent time and money prepar- 
ing myself. I think it only just and right that I should have protec- 
tion." And so it seems to us. If the State requires the honest man 
to attend college and win a diploma, he should be protected against 
the dishonesty of those who do illegal business to his disadvantage. 

The obvious effect of our law is to send men to college, and un- 
der the circumstances it is pertinent to inquire if our colleges are doing 
all that they should in aid of enforcement of the law and protection 
of those who hold their diplomas. 

While we have hitherto suggested the propriety and need of 
additional legislation, it is not our province to dictate on that subject, 
and we presume there is sufficient reason for delay, which will be ap- 
parent when the Committee on Legislation reports. 

The presentation of this report led to a lengthy discussion as to 
the ability to enforce the law, and the many discouragements those 
who attempted to enforce it met with. Discussed by Drs. Boice, 
Green, Magill, Ward, Fundenberg, Faught, Beck, and Miller. 

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON ENFORCEMENT OF DENTAL LAW. 

During the year since July, 1889, we have received several com- 
munications from members of our profession, calling attention to 
persons supposed to be in illegal practice. In some cases a special 
request was made that we should not use the name of the writer or 
have him in any way connected with legal proceedings which it was 
hoped the committee would institute. As a rule, those who made in- 
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formation considered their whole duty performed without offering to 
raise money, collect evidence, or bring a suit. 

One exception is a case in Fayette County, where John M. Abra- 
ham was prosecuted, for illegal practice, by the members of the profes- 
sion residing there. 

The result of this suit, as reported, is that the jury brought in a 
verdict of not guilty, the defendant, however, to pay the costs. This, 
we are told, was in opposition to the charge of the judge. 

November 19th we were notified that Schmitt, North Sixth Street, 
Philadelphia, was in practice without being registered and probably 
without owning a diploma. Dr. Garretson afterward sent to us a cer- 
tificate that Schmitt was regularly graduated and only awaited com- 
mencement day to receive his diploma. 

Our opinion, from what we observe, is that illegal practice could 
soon be prevented by an active, courageous course on the part of 
legal practitioners and combined action to sustain the law. We think 
there is an increase in the number of those who attempt to evade the 
law by claiming to be assistants or to do business for another person. 
Unscrupulous men, who have a right, under the law, to practice, per- 
haps deceive young men and induce them to do unlawful business 
by the plausible assurance that they cannot be held as violators of the 
law so long as their names are not printed in an advertisement. 

Dr. Boice stated that the man referred to in the report just read 
as holding a certificate from the Dean of a Dental College has since 
been tried and convicted of illegal practicing. The local societies, 
the doctor thought, should be more vigilant and active in prosecuting 
illegal practitioners. 

Here followed a general discussion of the subject of prosecuting 
illegal practitioners, and the committee's action was upheld \>y Drs. 
Beck, Faught, Magill, Ward, and others, some of the speakers recom- 
mending that a special committee be appointed and provided with 
funds to enforce the law. The fund for this purpose might be raised, 
according to the opinions of Drs. Beck and Faught, by assessing all 
the legal practitioners of the State. 

Dr. Magill, in answer to a query by Dr. Jack, explained the legal 
procedure in the prosecution of such cases and the location of costs in 
case of an acquittal of the accused. 

Those who spoke upon the subject generally agreed that the law 
of the State of New Jersey, which gives the judge of court power to 
pass upon the legality of such case, is entirely commendable, for, 
when the fact is established, the infringement is at once termed a 
misdemeamor and the person dealt with accordingly. In our own 
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State a bar to justice lies in the fact that juries, ignorant of the law, 
are too often influenced by sympathy for the defendant, whom they 
seem to regard as a sort of martyr persecuted by the dental profession, 

Philadelphia, July ioth, 1891. 
To the Officers and Members of the Pennsylvania State Dental Society, 
Gentlemen. — ^Your Legislative Committee would most respect- 
fully report that in consultation with several members of our profession 
we found a wide diversity of opinion in what was really needed. Some 
wanted a law similar to that of New Jersey \ some preferred the 
Massachusetts law ; others thought the present law should be modified ; 
and still others, that the present law was sufficient. Finally, upon 
consultation with some of the active members of the Legislature— 
those who were best informed as to the prospect of any legislation in 
our behalf being acted upon — wewere;4i!icjs!tp0sitiy<^ly informed that 
the opposition to any new law being" enacted was so ^reaft that it would 
be almost an impossi»Dility %.o ge^ what- we wanted- ^S® your conaftiit-' 
tee decided to take iid' further «tep»ia 'that direcrti'om '^ *o. . . , 

C. S. Beck. 

EXTRACTS FROM THE ANNUAL ADDRESS OF PRESIDENT FAUGHT. 

*' The care of these, hcSwever, as far as Pennsylvania is concerned, 
is the province of our society. We have two standing committees — 
one on Legislative Action and one on Enforcement of Dental Law. 
In my estimation the latter is at present the more important commit- 
tee. During my incumbency in the chair as President, I have given 
no small consideration to the duties and the expected results of the 
labors of these two important bodies. Judging by the correspond- 
ence received from individual members, I fear the erroneous impres- 
sion exists that we are very much in need of legislative action. I am 
satisfied, however, that the law of Pennsylvania, although not in all 
points the best, is nevertheless an excellent statute, that it contains 
all the essentials, that its highest possibilities have never been realized, 
and that alterations or amendments can only wisely be made after it 
has been thoroughly enforced and tested. The Committee on Legis- 
lative Action in securing its passage have provided that the person 
engaging in practice shall have graduated and received a diploma 
from the faculty of a reputable institution where dentistry is taught ; 
that such institution shall be a chartered institution ; that the holder 
of such diploma, before engaging in practice, shall present the diploma 
to the State Examining Board for approval \ such examining board 
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being satisfied as to the qualifications of the applicant and the genuine- 
ness of the diploma, shall endorse the same as approved, after which 
the diploma shall be recorded in the county in which he or she 
intends to practice. Gentlemen, what more could be desired than is 
here provided ? I know of but little. It is an excellent law, but 
Pennsylvania is behind other States of the Union in her enforcement 
of law, and because of this apathy the State has become a haven and 
a refuge to those fleeing from prosecution elsewhere. It is now requi- 
site that those who stand high as educators in the colleges shall step 
to the front, and assist rather than oppose enforcement of the law. 
Notwithstanding the fact that the law reads, * the person entering in 
practice shall have graduated and r^r<?/z/^// a diploma,' I have knowl- 
edge of instances where the professors of institutions have encouraged 
and abetted attempts to practice without the diploma ; and in one 
instance the Violaioc'jsvasiaiiiually burnished with a certificate by the 
dean of an insiitfJtloh, 1^ft<Jlfelt to^ believe that it would allow him to 

pratjid?: .: : .• : :•: : : : - ^? :\ • . , ^ - c,. 

: ••^'-^otwitlistandirrg'the fact -thart the fawstates**^th2Ct the institution 
shall bfr'.a.'^yidSr^frJj/lpfititutton; itD^ bdiieVfed diat it would be difficult 
for«fll*the*«hi»tfttltroHr now- tfe!tfdiiigi*<ait« graduates to produce their 
charters. These facts have been developed by the earnest work of 
one little local society, which has stood manfully to the fight of en- 
forcing the law in one county. It has done more, too, than this. It 
has thoroughly tested the law, and secured out-and-out convictions 
under it as a whole — /. ^., under both the act of 1876 and thejsupple- 
ment thereto of 1883. It has developed the fact that the clause 
* being satisfied as to the qualifications of the applicant ' empowers 
the Examining Board to examine before endorsing. The golden 
opportunity is certainly now before the Committee on Enforcement 
of Law, and every effort should now be exerted by every member of 
the Pennsylvania State Dental Society, by every member of the pro- 
fession in the State, and by the Committee on Enforcement of Law, 
to bring offenders to the bar of justice. This will require what it has 
cost the few — personal contribution of time and money. The com- 
ing year should be filled with a rich fruitage, and as your presiding 
officer I commend it to your hearty consideration. It will require 
devotion in spite of adversities, the only stimulant being the knowl- 
edge that persistent action alone means progress. If it is in the 
metal of which we are composed, a true advance can be made, and 
quackery, charlatanism, and ineffiency forced to decline under the 
present law. Let us, therefore, one and all tamper not with, but 
enforce, the present Acts of the Assembly of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. ' ' 
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The Convention was called to order by President Adams at lo 
A. M. , President Faught and Adams in the chair. 

The committees on the Presidents' Addresses were called, and Dr. 
W. H. Trueman reported, from the Pennsylvania Society, that the 
committee had examined the address of President Faught and recom- 
mended that it be published. 

The report was accepted. 

Dr. Stellwagen asked for a reconsideration of the vote. 

A member asked if the gentleman voted in the affirmative. 

Dr. Stellwagen — I did not vote at all. 

President Faught — As the presidential address under considera- 
tion is my own personal one, I will entertain a motion to reconsider. 

A motion to reconsider was made by Dr. J. A. Todd, and 
adopted. 

The motion to lay on the table was carried. 

Dr. Joseph Head — ^If there is nothing else to discuss at present 
would it not be well to now dispose of the discussion on the address 
of the President of the Pennsylvania Society in order that no time 
will be wasted. I therefore move that the report of the committee be 
taken off the table and be open. for discussion. Motion seconded and 
carried. 

^^ ^^ ^^ S^ %^ ^0 

^% ^n ^^ ^^ ^f% *fs 

Prof. Stellwagen — I would rather, gentlemen, that it would lay 
on the table a little longer. The minority report is being written, I 
think; or copied, and it is not well to be precipitate about it. Prob- 
ably the minority of the committee would like to see the writer of the 
address before they make their report. If it is essential or necessary 
that the business must be conducted immediately, I think a rough 
copy of the report can be had in a few minutes, but I think it 
would be better for us to give the minority their time in making out 
their report. 

%^ %^ %^ %^ %^ ' ^^ 

^^ ^^ ^^ ^^ ^^^ ^^ 

Dr. Alonzo Boice, Philadelphia, Pa. — Have we received the re- 
port of the entire committee, or only of a majority of the committee ? 
I understood it was the report of the committee. 

President Faught — I will state that the Chair understood that 
the report we have had was a report of the entire committee inas- 
much as no mention was made of a minority report by the chairman 
at the time of the presentation. But after the report had been 
adopted the Chair was placed in a peculiar position by Prof. Stellwagen, 
and although the Chair did not believe that gentleman opposing the 
acceptance of the report was in order after the vote had been taken, 
the Chair did not wish to appear desirous of cutting off discussion 
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upon his own address, and therefore allowed the motion to hear a mi- 
nority report. The Chair, however, understood the presented report 
to be that of the full committee. 

Dr. Boice — I did not know that a person who was not on the 
committee could make a minority report. 

President Faught — The Chair does not understand that a minor- 
ity of the committee has asked for time in any way or indicated that 
they desire to report. The Chair understands Prof. Stellwagen 
wished to give a minority the chance to report. 

*^^^ ^^^ ^^^ ^1^ *^^ 

^^* ^^^ ^^^ ^^1 ^^1 

Dr. M. H. Cryer, Philadelphia, Pa. — I was appointed on that 
committee. I believe that the committee has not really been to- 
gether. I spoke to one of the members and saw a partial report, which 
report I disagree with, and if the other two members agree to it, then 
I will be in the minority and have a report to hand in. 

President Faught — The Chair will be pleased to hear a minority 
report. 

The minority report was then read as follows : 

To the President and Members of the Pennsylvania State Dental 
Society, 

The undersigned member of your committee to receive and to 
report upon the President's Annual Address, respectfully begs leave 
to report that while he is in hearty accord with a great part of the 
address he would recommend that the address be returned to the 
writer, as this society cannot be expected to endorse the assumption or 
to draw conclusions in accord with the same in the matters of and re- 
lating to dental colleges on pages four and five. No evidence but his 
belief is given for his assertion that '• the number admitted to practice 
this year, and year after year, is out of all proportion to the possi- 
bility of a thorough education.'* Further, he says that he " still feels 
called upon to re-indicate here a fault which must be remedied * 
* * the attempt on the part of the student to obtain the right to 
practice at the smallest outlay of money, time, and labor; and the 
rivalry upon the part of our institutions to claim superiority and to 
rank as the best, based upon the false standard of being the college 
graduating the largest number. Partially educated men only can be 
the result of such struggles. We need fewer institutions of learning 
and the re-location of the few with non-conflicting territory to check 
this unmeritorious contest." The above seems to be unwarranted by 
the facts, and if the premises fall the conclusions supported by them 
cannot stand. He further says, '* I have knowledge of instances 
where the professors of institutions have encouraged and abetted at- 
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tempts to practice without the diploma ; and in one instance, the vio- 
lator was actually furnished with a certificate, by the Dean of an in- 
stitution and led to believe that it would allow him to practice.'* 
These charges, seemingly frank, upon closer examination prove too 
vague and uncertain to warrant their acceptance without cautious scru- 
tiny, lest by hasty action this body be precipitated into a pitfall. The 
personal element so difficult to eliminate should be considered least. It 
might bring the society into the false and untenable position of con- 
demning a worthy man. Finally, it must be a very loose view of the 
dental law that would endorse his assertion. (Page eight.) *' It has 
developed the fact that the clause * being satisfied as to the qualifica- 
tions of the applicant * empowers the Examining Board to examine 
before endorsing,*' would not his own advice be somewhat at variance 
with that clause in which he says later on, (page nine), *' Let us there- 
fore, one and all, tamper not with, but enforce the present Acts of the 
Assembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania." 

[Signed] M. H. Cryer. 

President Faught — The next order of business is reports of com- 
mittees, regular and special. 

Dr. Magill — Mr. President : This morning, before the close of 
our session, the motion was made to accept and place upon record the 
minority report of the Committee on the President's Address. I move 
the reconsideration of that vote. Seconded and carried. 

Dr. Magill — Mr. President : I further move, I believe as the sense 
of the Pennsylvania Sdfeiety, the members here present, that we, 
as a united body, refuse to accept that minority report. It does not 
express the sense of the members. It conveys a wrong impression. 
We are satisfied that all the general terms which the President used 
in his address are based upon facts which are easily proven ; that no 
names have been used ; no individuals been involved at all in any- 
thing that was said, and we are quite satisfied and quite ready to sus- 
tain our President, so far as the Pennsylvanians are concerned, in the 
position which he has taken. We hope the members of the New 
Jersey Society do not see that there is anything wrong or dis- 
courteous or untruthful in what our President has said. He has dealt 
in general statements ; he believes and we believe the general truth 
of what he has said. This, however, is not the place for discourtesy ; 
it is not the place for such a report to be received, and we are not 
satisfied to leave it as it is. I trust to your good sense, and putting 
yourselves in our place, for your favorable vote upon this motion. 

I move you, sir, that we refuse to receive the minority report as 
it was rendered to us this morning. 
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Motion seconded. 

Dr. Magill — * * * .What is there in this address for these 
gentlemen to fly up angrily about ? I would like to know. It seems 
to me the courteous thing was to let the addresses of the presidents 
stand unless we wished to discuss them, and now since the mistake 
has been made, not for one moment to consider that minority report. 
The shortest way to dispose of it is to refuse to have anything to do 
with it. The motion was then put and carried. 

Dr. Osmun — ^You noticed that there was a similarity in the line 
of thought expressed by both the presiding officers. The burden of 
their remarks seemed to be the line of dental legislation ; an impor- 
tant question in these days. Dr. Faught's address is along the line 
of the enforcement of the law. It is a truism almost to say that a law 
non -enforced is worse than no law at all, because it brings into con- 
tempt the object for which the effort has been made to obtain it. Our 
own President called attention to the effects of the dental legislation 
that has taken place in New Jersey. Jerseymen feel that we are 
pioneers in this direction, and take pride in the work performed. 
The law in regard to the indiscriminate extraction of teeth is a very 
important one. Whenever there is an incompetent man violating the 
law in any State, it is simply offering a prize upon some one else 
attempting the same thing. The point taken by the President of the 
Pennsylvania Society, that it is a bounden duty, one of the highest 
duties, of every practitioner in the State to see that the law is not 
violated in his immediate neighborhood, is admirable. 

This law of ours has been criticised. It has been claimed that 
when once a diploma has been granted a person by a college, that, in 
so far as that particular person was concerned, he should not be ex- 
amined. Colleges should graduate men that are competent. Boards 
of health are now the established things in all cities. There is no city 
of any size but that has its board of health. That board of health has 
the right, and it is the privilege and the protection of the citizen as 
well, that a board of health should entertain all protests in reference 
to the violation of sanitary laws. And I take it that a State has the 
right to have its board of health and a profession has a right to have 
its professional board of health to aid somewhat in its duties, and to 
protect itself from the invasion of incompetent men. 

That the New Jersey Society was endeavoring to be among the 
foremost in works, and in inaugurating new schemes for the elevation 
of the dental profession, I think was well taken. There is now the 
question of the education of the public that was touched upon by the 
President of the Pennsylvania Society in his address. I think it is 
one that should lie near the hearts of every practitioner of dentistry. 
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It goes without saying that the more enlightened the patient, the 
better he is, the more appreciative, and the better results can be ob- 
tained. And in our society the question is now being agitated and 
will soon be in practical shape. 

A president's address covers a wide field. We are to be con- 
gratulated that we have two such addresses, and if we will take the 
suggestions home with us, think them over, and act upon them, I am 
sure that both societies and both States will receive great benefit. 

The Committee on Enforcement of Dental Law, through its chair- 
man. Dr. L. Ashley Faught, read an exhaustive report. 

EXTRACTS FROM THE REPORT. 

In due course of time, succeeding its appointment, your Com- 
mittee on Enforcement of Law considered its duties, its possibilities, 
and the scope of its powers. It early recognized that it ought to pre- 
sent to your honorable body not only a report of all that it personally 
actually accomplished in enforcing the law, but that it should bring 
to your notice a clear and full statement of all matters bearing upon 
the enforcement of dental law which should occur during the year. 
The Pennsylvania State Dental Society, individually as members, 
must necessarily be ignorant of the true condition of affairs unless 
such an extended report be presented. To legislate intdligently, the 
society needs to be put in possession of the detail of questions. Rec- 
ognizing that we would be in need of frequent legal advice, the ser- 
vices of Mr. Henry C. Hawkins, a competent criminal lawyer, was 
retained, and proper stationery provided. 

Your committee also issued a correct copy of the law in true legal 
form. This was without any expense to this society, through the 
courtesy of the Philadelphia County Dental Society, The use of 
these has greatly facilitated the work of your committee, and been 
found quite convenient to many individual members of this society, 
who have made not infrequent applications for them to the chairman 
of your committee. The copies are elaborate and expensive. 

With this proper equipment, your committee felt itself in condi- 
tion to conduct safely and with dignity any work falling to it. 

At the very outset of its labors it became quite evident that the 
berth in which this committee was placed was not destined to be one 
of comfort. Men whose work and standing in the profession should 
have identified them with every effort of the committee were found to 
be tacitly, if not directly, opposed to the progress of our work, and 
even the journals would not give proper publicity to matters relative 
to enforcing the law. The annual address of the President of the 
Pennsylvania State Dental Society, 1891, was only published in the 
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Cosmos in short abstract, omitting the only point which evoked dis- 
cussion at the meeting. 

The editor of the Cosmos^ on being asked to explain the omis- 
sion wrote expressing his regret that the wishes of the author '* could 
not be carried out, and that its omission was simply a question 
of space/' and stating, **I included in the abstract all points which 
evoked discussion." 

The copy of the address was then obtained and offered to the 
editor of the International Dental JoiirnaL 

The reply from this editor set forth that ** he thought the paper 
was reduced in the Cosmos until nothing was left," and that he 
*' personally would be glad to accommodate ** the author, ** and will 
if I can get our Advisory Committee to look at it in this light," and 
requesting a copy of the address to be sent to Dr. Woodward for con- 
sideration, although ordinarily he *' would have all to say." 

This request was complied with, and the copy was subsequently 
returned, with a declination to publish on the grounds, ** We have a 
rule that ' no papers will be received that have appeared in any other 
journal published in this country.* " 

An analysis of this correspondence will show that the abstract in 
the Cosmos left out the pith of the whole address, and the one thing in 
it which evoked discussion, and which one thing was markedly in the 
interest of enforcing law, as it was intended to place before the pro- 
fession generally a condition of things which existed and could exist 
under the present apathy regarding the enforcement of law in Penn- 
sylvania. The omission of such an important matter in making an 
abstract is not more remarkable than the subsequent lines in the letter 
read to you, *' that he included in the abstract all points which 
evoked discussion." The editor of the International Journal evi- 
dently saw this remarkable omission in its correct light, but because 
he could not get his Advisory Committee '* to look at it in that light,' * 
it could not be gotten before the profession, even through a journal 
claiming to be of the profession, for the profession, and by the pro- 
fession. The excuse of the chairman of the Advisory Committee that 
ikit, Journal had a rule ** no papers will be received that have appeared 
in any other journal published in this country," falls rather flat in 
view of the truth that the paper in question had never been published, 
and that the editor of the International Journal had admitted this 
fact in saying that the abstract in the Cosmos reduced it to nothing. 

While referring to this untenable and inexplicable position of 
those high in authority and connected with journalistic interests, your 
committee would refer to another instance as gross, if not more so, 
in the depravity of spirit which it displays. 
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A society duly incorporated, whose members are received as dele- 
gates to your honorable body located in the County of Philadelphia, 
and whose charter and Constitution, etc., are here appended, in the 
course of its efforts to enforce the law arrested one practicing in vio- 
lation of the same, and immediately was forthcoming an editorial in 
\}cit International Journal y entitled, ''A Legal Outrage," as follows: 

A LEGAL OUTRAGE. 

*' Laws are usually passed for the protection of communities and 
individuals, and, in order that equal justice may be administered, 
courts have been established. This, theoretically, is the basis of all 
law, but, unfortunately, this beneficent idea often fails through vari- 
ous causes, not the least of which may be found in the officious inter- 
meddling of individuals and societies. This truism has been made 
clearly apparent in the effort to enforce the dental enactments of the 
various States. In some, societies have been modeled after the ' Law 
and Order Associations.' The motive for the origin of these has 
doubtless been of the most unselfish character, but history is full of 
examples of such bodies finally becoming odious from their tryannical 
proceedings. 

*' Our attention was recently called to a case occurring in Phila- 
delphia, which illustrates this view. There a society has been organ- 
ized the sole object of which is the prosecution of violators of the 
dental law of Pennsylvania. Now, this law is one of the most satis- 
factory in the statute books of the various States and, if left to its 
natural development, it would prove of greater value in the future 
than it has in the past, valuable as that has been. 

* ' The progressive steps taken by the organization alluded to has 
finally led, very naturally, to overstepping the bounds laid out for 
its government, and, if continued, will certainly bring the whole 
question of dental law into contempt. 

*'The law requires, very properly, that all practitioners should be 
registered, but there has been a good deal of misunderstanding in re- 
gard to this, and many mistakes have been made by individuals with- 
out any intention of violating any of its provisions. This is especially 
true of recent graduates. 

** The special case that calls for notice is that of a young practi- 
tioner of Philadelphia. This gentleman, by his scientific work, has 
made for himself an enviable reputation both at home and abroad. 
Possibly for this reason he was selected as a shining mark for this ill- 
advised action. Without previous notice, a warrant was issued, and; 
the officer of the law waited on him while engaged in his professional/ 
duties. The officer insisted on serving the warrant at once, and it 
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required argument and persuasion to prevent him from dragging the 
dentist through the streets of the city as a common criminal. Indeed, 
had this minion of the law performed his duty, such would have been 
the result. The matter will be settled in the courts, and we can 
there safely leave it. 

** What, however, is to be thought of men who openly violate in 
this manner, under the guise of a public duty, all professional practice? 
It seems to us that the societies to which they may belong have a duty 
to perform, and if they have any proper self-respect they will promptly 
place such individuals beyond the pale of professional recognition. 
They can have nothing in common with those who appreciate profes- 
sional ethics or gentlemanly procedures.'* 

That the editor of the Journal and the author of the above is at 
the same time a professor in a prominent dental school, and the sec- 
retary of its faculty (practically its dean), makes one pause and won- 
der if the stockholders of the Journal, worthy members of the pro- 
fession, and the Trustees of the University of Penna., will endorse 
such sentiments. The article in question is, indeed, in addition to 
its opposition to enforcement of law what the writer styles the 
acts of others, *' an open violation of all professional practice" 
and ethics. It is, moreover, filled with false statements. Is it 
"officious intermeddling of individuals and societies'* when your 
Committee on Enforcement of Law, or the legal committee of a 
local society upon whom have been placed solemn obligations to en- 
force the laws of the Commonwealth, proceed to the discharge of their 
duty ? What right has the editor of a journal to stigmatize the 
actions of such individuals as t)rrannical proceedings ? Is the Phila- 
delphia County Dental Society modeled after the "Law and Order" 
Association ? An examination of the charter shows that it is not, nor 
is its " sole object " " the prosecution of violators of the dental law of 
Pennsylvania. ' ' 

Any one who has done much work under the Pennsylvania law 
knows that it is not " one of the most satisfactory in the statute 
books." As the chairman of your Committee on Enforcement of 
Law is also the Secretary of the Philadelphia County Dental Society^ 
he challenges the editor to show in what for one moment that society 
has "overstepped the bounds laid out for its government. " Has 
there "been a good deal of misunderstanding in regard to the regis- 
tration of practitioners"? If the editor of this article would present 
his diploma to the Recorder of Deeds in Philadelphia, or in fact to 
any recorder in the State, it would soon be evident to him that the 
legal recorders have no misunderstanding as to the interpretation of 
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the meaning of the law. The truth of this is emphasized in a letter 
attached to the latter part of this report in which J. M. McElroy, 
Recorder of Deeds of McKean County, apologizes to your committee 
for what he terms a " defective record.'* How can it be true that 
'* this is especially true of recent graduates/' when all the colleges in 
Philadelphia have in the past taken the utmost pains to send their 
diplomas before conferring them, to the Secretary of your Board of 
Dental Examiners for endorsement to save the student trouble in hav- 
ing them recorded ? For the editor to plead ignorance of the law for 
the person arrested is peculiar in the light of the fact that he at the 
time of his arrest was the author of a work entitled. Dental Jurispru- 
dence, and referred to in the advertisement by the company publishing 
it as to be "universally accepted as a distinct authority, the author 
has devoted several years to the careful researches of court records and 
of all the literature pertaining to the subject, and presents a complete 
work. The authority is unquestionable. The appendix embraces the 
laws regulating the practice of dentistry in every State in the United 
States having such statutes." 

After embodying all these inaccuracies, the editorial finishes with 
a charge against the chairman of your committee of having ''under 
the guise of a public duty openly violated all professional practice," 
and a call to your society, " if you have any proper self-respect," to 
** promptly place such individuals beyond the pale of professional 
recognition. ' ' Perhaps you would do so, excepting for the following, 
which I quote from a letter by a prominent New Jersey member of 
our profession : " You can say that the majority of our members who 
know of the incidents connected with the work of passing our new 
law feel that the action of Professor Truman in trying to defeat the 
law was acting without his province, and we fail to see, plainly speak- 
ing, what business he had in interfering in dental legislation that was 
ordered by our State Society, whose main object was to increase 
dental education, dental attainments, and tend to bring the profession 
to more dignity in the eyes of the public. What we actually know 
about his interference was from one of our own members, who was 
informed by the Governor, and who showed to said member his 
anger at such interference with dental legislation outside of his own 
State. ' ' 

Your committee desires to call your attention to an important 
advance in the enforcement of law which has been made during the 
last year. It was the work of the Philadelphia County Dental Society y 
who entered into correspodence with the State Board of Dental Ex- 
aminers relative to endorsing diplomas prior to their conference. 

It is to be observed that while your honorable body — the 
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Board of Dental Examiners — saw fit in their correspondence to con- 
sider only what was stated as an opinion, they ignored the more im- 
portant point which the Philadelphia County Dental Society insisted 
upon, viz., that the diplomas should not be endorsed until they had 
been conferred ; nevertheless, as the result of the correspondence no 
diploma this year was endorsed by the State Board of Dental Exam- 
iners prior to its being conferred. This position is undoubtedly a 
great step in advance and will tend to prevent much possible violation 
of law. It is quite evident, too, that the only way the Board of Ex- 
aminers can protect themselves in the matter of not endorsing diplomas 
from institutions not recognized in the approved list of colleges is by 
satisfying themselves by examination of each applicant. 

In the work of the committee some important facts have been 
developed, among which it may be proper to speak of the following : 

Judge Willson, of the County of Philadelphia, in delivering an 
opinion in a recent case, held that while a diploma was always good 
evidence, still the holder thereof must have graduated, and that hon- 
orary degrees were of no value as a right to practice. 

Judge Thayer, of the same county, delivered as an opinion that 
a defendant must prove his right to practice, and that it was not the 
duty of the prosecution to prove him illegal. 

Your committee, also having evidence, notified Simon Becker, 
Recorder of Deeds of Berks County, that he was illegally placing 
diplomas on record. He had received and placed on record the affi' 
davit of J. B. Bower, made and recorded June 8th, 1885. A courte- 
ous letter was received in reply, promising to be more careful in the 
future. Such a record is grossly illegal and is presented to your notice 
to show that the Recorders are placing everything and anything on 
record, for this is a type of many others which have come within the 
cognizance of your committee. The following cases which have oc- 
cupied the attention of your committee are of very special interest : 
A letter was received April 9th, 1892, from one Dr. L. N. Park, 
Marion Centre, Indiana County, Pa., asking information re- 
garding the right of a man to open an office in an adjoining town and 
put a man in charge who is not qualified by the laws of this State. 
The man to be in charge came up for graduation at the Philadelphia 
Dental College this season and failed, but intends going back in the 
fall. In reply, your committee withheld the desired information, and 
suggested that perhaps the one referred to had some kind of a certifi- 
cate upon which he intended to practice and asking if so that a copy 
of the same be sent to us. 

This correspondence followed : 
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Marion Centre, Indiana Co., Pa., April 13th, 1892. 
Dr, L. Ashley Faught, 

Dear Doctor : — Yours of the nth inst. to hand and the case is 
this — William Bowser, who came up at the recent examination at the 
Philadelphia Dental College and failed, and wants to go back this 
fall and try again and has a permit from Dr. J. E. Garretson ; wants 
to practice in his own town, but th6 dentist there (who has no dental 
education and is practicing on time) has stopped him, and I want to 
help the fellow along, as he is poor but honest. I thought to open an 
office in his town, seven miles distant from me, and hire him to take 
charge. What I want to know is — would it be legal to put him there 
or could he be indicted under our laws in case he was only hired by 
me and in charge of the office ? Respectfully, 

L. N. Park. 

You might see Prof. Garretson, as Mr. Bowser has written him. 

Plumville, Pa., April 20th, 1892. 
Dr, Z. Ashley Faught, D, Z>. 5., Philadelphia, Pa, 

Dear Doctor : — Inclosed find permit held by me from the 
Philadelphia Dental College. Please return the same to Dr. L. N. Park. 

Very truly yours, 

W. E. Bowser. 

Plumville, Pa., April 25th, 1892. 
Dr, Z. Ashley Faught, Philadelphia, Pa, 

Dear Doctor : — I have no other papers from the college. I 
thought the seal of the college was all that was necessary. Prof. Gar- 
retson was the one that told me I could practice upon it. 

I would like to practice till the first of October, as I am in need 
of money to return to college. I will write to Prof. Garretson and 
see if they will give me anything more ; and if he will I will have him 
send it to you. Yours truly, 

William E. Bowser. 

While speaking to you regarding this certificate question, you 
will remember that reference was made to it in last year's presidential 
address, and your committee is abundantly satisfied that it is a very 
pernicious habit, and existing in one form or another in more than one 
institution. In substantiation of this the accompanying is offered : — 
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The following letter was received by the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Enforcement of Law after the meeting at Cresson : 

University of Pennsylvania — Department of Dentistry. 

Office of Dean, 
3243 Chestnnt Street, PHILADELPHIA, July 27th, 1892. 

West Philadelphia. 

Dr, Z. Ashley Faught, 

Dear Sir : — I have been informed that you went to the trouble 
of having one of our forms, given students having passed examina- 
tions and not of age, photographed for the meeting at Cresson. 

Without taking the time to criticise the taste of this proceedure, 
allow me to express my regret that you went to that labor and expense, 
as we have constantly on hand printed blanks, and it would have given 
us great pleasure to have furnished you one without cost. 

Yours truly, 

James Truman. 

The Committee on Enforcement of Dental Law, in directing its 
attention to a case in Merion County, Pa., unearthed a Wisconsin 
diploma, dated December 28th, 1888, and recorded August 19th, 1891. 

By this you will perceive that the Wisconsin College, supposed 
by many to be defunct, is still alive, and granting at least honorary 
degrees. The Cosmos y even, in a late editorial, said : 

** The Wisconsin Dental College went out of existence at the 
death of its president and chief promoter. Dr. George Morrison, which 
occurred in January, 1886.*' 

A student from Dr. W. E. Van Orsdel, at his request, called 
upon the chairman of your committee to inquire for Dr. Van Orsdel 
if '<a man in Bradford can run an office in Sharon with a manager 
who cannot qualify under the law. and that man advertising under his 
own name as manager.'' In the meantime the following highly in- 
teresting letter relating to the same person was received from the 
Bradford people, through Dr. J. C. Green, of West Chester : 

"Bradford, Pa., November 26th, 1891. 

''Dr,J, C. Green: 

*' Dear Sir : — In due perplexity of spirit (so to put it) I write to 
you for information. We (the supposedly decent supporters of the 
great degree of D. D. S.) find ourselves face to face in the struggle for 
wealth and fame with one who would be * of us ' but not * with 
us.' We don't object here to * legal* competition (though with 
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pride I say that for years we have dwelt together as brethren), but we 
do hate quacks. A * man ' (excuse me) named, or calling himself 
Dr. E. I, Marsh went to Delevan, Wisconsin, and purchased one of 
their highly valuable practitioners' diplomas. This he seems to have 
no trouble using anywhere, on account of the ignorance of county 
clerks and prothonotaries. Of course, it is not supposed to be en- 
dorsed, but that don't prevent it from being recorded, and then he 
'sails in.' We had hoped, with rope allowed, he would hang him- 
self, and have waited. But suckers seem to be so numerous here that 
patience has almost ceased to be a virtue. He thrives and grows fat, 
while we look on with hungry eyes. We have been honest, hard 
workers, but non- advertisers, and he buys favor with printers' ink. 
This is our tale of woe. Owing to good credit, we have a turkey for 
to-day, and may still be able to get one for Christmas, but we are 
looking ahead to nett Fourth of July. If we thought we had to en- 
dure this fellow, I suppose we could, but, under the circumstances, we 
don't want to. To acquire the privilege to call ourselves D. D. S. we 
had to *do time,' and we feel as though he ought to. What is the 
remedy ? Yours fraternally, 

'* O. B. Comfort, D. D. S., 

''Bradford, Pa." 

An effort was made by your committee to carry on the work at 
the same time and in connection with the Sharon case, as you will 
perceive they are practically one and the same. 

In the letter of the recorder it is seen that even this recorder 
seems to have understood the law, and deemed it necessary not only 
to have the diploma registered, but endorsed, and that he advised, after 
3. defective record, its being re-recorded. We make refereuce to this 
matter here because much trouble has been experienced with dentists 
in Philadelphia on this very question. 

The committee then sent an opinion of their lawyer to both the 
Sharon and the Bradford people. 

The committee at the same time learned that the Marsh diploma 
had been sent to Dr. Green for endorsement before re-recording. 
Marsh having scented that we were after him. Your committee, rec- 
ognizing that it would be wise to hold that diploma, and thus throw 
the burden of proof upon Marsh, for to get it from us by legal means 
he would have to prove that it was good, while, if we convicted him 
with it in his possession, we should, perhaps, be obliged to prove it 
fraudulent. 

Here, then, gentlemen, is a case where a local society has been 
obliged to spend its money and practitioners their time to convict a 
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man of illegal practice, when, if your committee had been in position 
to act, all would have been saved, and the violator of the law would 
have been obliged to have spent his time and money to prove his 
diploma legal, in order to have recovered it from your committee, or 
-else ceased from practice because of the loss of that document. In 
the event of his failure to prove it legal, he then would have not only 
been made to cease from practice, but could have been prosecuted and 
convicted by your committee as a party to the fraud, and so severely 
punished as to have been a deterring example to others using similar 
diplomas. All this great advance was lost because your committee 
was placed by a society without proper authority. 

The chairman of the committee would have assumed the responsi- 
bility of this trial personally, but for the fact that at that time he 
thought that, in case of any miscarriage of justice, and his arrest and 
prosecution following, the sentiment among the prominent men in 
Philadelphia was such that they would not have been willing to have 
gone upon his bail bond. 

On motion of Dr. C. N. Peirce, the report was received and 
ordered to be filed. 

A motion to draw an order on the treasurer for amount of bills 
presented in report was adopted. 

On motion, discussion of the report was deferred until the after- 
noon session. 

At this session the report of the Committee on Law was declared 
open for discussion, pursuant to a resolution adopted at morning 
■session. 

On motion of Dr. F. L. Bassett, a vote of thanks was tendered 
the committee for the exhaustive report rendered. 

Dr. S. H. Guilford moved that a committee of five be appointed 
to condense the report for publication. The motion was lost by a 
rising vote of nine to fifteen. 

Dr. Guilford then moved that all reference to dental schools be 
eliminated from the report. Motion lost. 

Dr. E. P. Kremer remarked that, while appreciating the great 
work of the committee, and commending it for the pains it has taken 
in the preparation, of this report, he yet considers it an injustice to 
the institutions referred to, because of the wrong impression conveyed 
by the references. 

Dr. J. Foster Flagg endorsed the report, and suggested that if 
anything therein detracts from the reputation of any institution, such 
reference had better be eliminated. But he feared no such effect. He 
thought, however, that the report might be materially strengthened 
by a condensation, as it is too voluminous. 
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Dr. Peirce did not favor eliminating the references to colleges 
and certificates, as the impression should not be conveyed that the 
colleges feared any damaging effects from the publication of the re- 
port as read, but he thought the reference to the illegitimate use of 
certificates should be made plainer. 

Dr. W. F. Litch moved that the report be referred back to the 
Committee on Enforcement of Law for condensation. Carried. 

Dr. Faught, as chairman of the Committee on Enforcement of 

Dental Law, read the following as the committee's condensation of 

its original report : 

Cresson, Pa., July 19th, 1892. 

The Committee on Enforcement of Law would respectfully re- 
port that during the year it has issued copies of the law in true legal 
form, through the courtesy of the Philadelphia County Dental Society y 
without expense to the Pennsylvania State Dental Society. We have 
found that we need all the help from the journals we can obtain, and 
more than has been accorded in the past. 

Your committee desires to call your attention to an important 
advance in the enforcement of law which has been made during the 

past year. It was the work of the Philadelphia County Dental So- 

* 

ciety, and by it the endorsement for record this year of diplomas prior 
to their conference, or when sent in bulk to the State Board of Ex- 
aminers, was stopped. This position is undoubtedly a great step in 
advance, and will tend to prevent much possible violation of law. 

Your committee has evidence of the wrong use of certificates issued 
by colleges, and would suggest that the colleges be more circumspect 
in the future, and that in no instance should the seal of the college be 
attached to such certificates when absolutely necessary to issue them. 

Your committee finds that this society labors under a great dis- 
advantage in not being an incorporated body, and recommends that a 
charter be secured. 

In conclusion, your committee submits the accompanying re- 
ceipted bills, and asks that an order be drawn for the same : 

Pennsylvania State Dental Society, 

To WM. H. HOSKINS, Stationer, etc. 

For letter-heads, $6 $0 

(Marked paid March 8th, 1892.) 

Pennsylvania State Dental Society, 

To L. ASHLEY FAUGHT, Chairman of Committee on Law. 

Postage stamps, • • i^6 00 

Envelopes, 2 cx) 

Sundries, 3 00 

III 00 

Received payment, 

L. Ashley Faught. 
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Pennsylvania State Dental Society, 

To E. CLINTON RHOADS, Attoraey-at-Law. 

For copy of indictment, etc., Com. vs. Blair, $5 oo 

Received payment, 

E. Clinton Rhoads. 

Alonzo Boice, 

W. H. FUNDENBERG, 

J. C. M. Hamilton, 

Edward P. Kremer, 

L. Ashley Faught, Chairman, 

Committee on Enforcement of Law, ^ 

EXTRACTS FROM ANNUAL ADDRESS OF PRESIDENT JACK: 

As chairman of the Committee on Colleges, the complaint is be- 
ing made to me that young men who have been taken as laboratory 
and office helpers, without more than the commonest school educa- 
tion, are, after two years of pupilage, entering the ranks of the dental 
profession. This is one of the degrading influences which have been 
keeping low the standard of dental education, and have been launch- 
ing too large a number of poorly-fitted novitiates upon the public. 
The inevitable consequence of this is to produce an indifferent opinion 
concerning the claim that dentistry is a learned profession. If one 
may, from a common workman, with a little knowledge of English, 
be relegated in the short period of eighteen months, or, as now, thirty 
months, to the performance of one of the most difficult and responsi- 
ble functions, what must be thought by the intelligent members of the 
community which requires five years for its members to learn prop- 
erly to do the work of ordinary trades of a pretended profession which 
has no higher preliminary, standard than the majority of the schools 
require ? 

How different the result would be in case each student had been 
required at least to have an academic education, or have been sub- 
jected to the most rigid tests by an academic board independent of 
the dental schools. How great the eminence of dentistry soon would 
be if these were the requirements for admission. 

There are, however, brighter indications for the future, and if the 
pressure of the opinion of the profession be continuously brought to 
bear, the promises made concerning the three-years' courses now com- 
menced will be beneficial. 

The examination boards have been useful in the direction of 
higher education. They are the mouth-pieces of the profession, and 
are endeavoring to enforce its most enlightened wishes, and have no 
other motives than the securement of higher standards and the fulfill- 
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ment of the laws. They have also in view the advancement of the 
inferior schools to the standard of the higher ones. The necessity for 
this will appear when it is considered that of the thirty- eight dental 
colleges, the gradation is from an approach to excellence downward 
to marked inferiority. Of this number, only twenty- eight are upon 
the list of reputable schools. It is therefore easily perceived that the 
problem of equalization is not an easy one, and many a year of con- 
test will have to pass before there can be peace. The relations of the 
faculties and the examining boards, unfortunately, have been some- 
what strained, because the latter, recognizing and being familiar with 
the deficiencies of multitudes of the graduates, have urged further ad- 
vancements and greater caution upon the part of the schools. This 
irritation is natural, but it is, however, unreasonable. No student, 
should be passed whose requirements are insufficient to enable him ta 
withstand any examination to which he might be subjected, and most 
certainly the State Boards should have the right at least to ascertain 
what the practical ability of each candidate is whenever the condition, 
of public opinion demands this. Several of the States, in the exer- 
cise of their municipal rights to protect their citizens, have granted 
the examining boards the duty to examine all persons intending ta 
practice dentistry within her borders, whether they be graduates or 
not, and whether they be of schools within their own States or not. 
As the bearer of a diploma may, notwithstanding, be of great deficiency 
of practical capability, of inferior intelligence and education, to weed 
such out of any Commonwealth is certainly an inherent right, and 
while such a measure does not invalidate the diploma of any school,, 
it sends the possessor, if he fails to successfully meet the tests, inta 
some section where the people are less exacting, and where the injuri- 
ous consequences of imperfect preparation may be less. 

The inevitable result of the exercise of this privilege must induce 
neighboring States to those having the right to examine graduates to 
protect themselves by reforming their dental laws in accord. The 
effect can hardly be different than followed the passage of the earlier 
laws regulating the practice of dentistry, nearly all the States having 
sought similar enactments for their protection. 

Aleady the right to examine graduates by the boards of Massa- 
chusetts and New Jersey has been productive of good results, since it 
has caused an awakened action on the part of the schools most nearly 
interested. The action of these States is probably precursory to the 
adaptation of the methods for determining qualifications in Europe. 
As we progress to the higher standards of culture of older Common- 
wealths, similar means of securing protection and furthering growth 
will be sought. 
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The faculties have taken umbrage at the tests of the boards, as 
being assumed by men not competent. This may be considered a re- 
flection upon themselves, since the faculties have made the materials 
out of which the boards have been created, and to reproach the ex- 
amination boards with this criticism is a condemnation of the general 
system of dental education. 

Again, the dental profession is not sufficiently disposed to stand 
shoulder to shoulder in public movements promising advancement. 
See with what difficulty and with what urging the members have been 
induced to support the work of the Dental Protective Association. 
Observe with what coldness it has viewed each attempt to establish 
journals independent of trade influences. Notice how slow its mem- 
bers have been to aid in the enforcement of the dental laws, which 
have been enacted for the general good. 
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EXTRACTS FROM THE ANNUAL ADDRESS 6f "PRE^fDENT LUCKEY : 

Last year,:0:(i httediRi^g. oiav :maJorityy \^e:>^iAd at pSiiiy, :and*-the 
Pennsylvania Statue /Sccleiy iielped us %6 cele^a;)tc5 and^a-rojjal ^ocd 
time we had. Now we^Haye put ©n our- holiday ^Jittire ^nd.cocje over 
into Pennsylvania, at th^^ir ^]pd ipvjtajticn* tp hsj[ptbe?n!h'a>^Vnother 
good time, and we are in good company to have it, mentally, morally, 
and physically. 

It is not often that dental society meetings are held under such 
favorable auspices and in such a delightful place, and for our good 
fortune in this respect we are under an obligation to the Pennsylvania 
Society that I fear it will be difficult for us to discharge. We appre- 
ciate fully the brotherly feeling that prompted them to extend an in- 
vitation for us to meet with them at this time, and I earnestly hope 
that the benefits derived and the friendships formed may endure to 
the end of life. 

We are banded together for mutual improvement, professional 
advancement, and the public welfare. 

All that concerns dentistry concerns us ; and as dental education 
and dental legislation have been the uppermost topics in the profes- 
sional mind for a long time, it may be well for us to cojisider our 
position in regard to those topics. 

Dental legislation is exercising the profession throughout our land. 
And well it may, for next to dental education the most important 
foundation-stone upon which the profession rests is legislation. But 
lack of harmony between different sections of the country has brought 
about a deplorable state of affairs ; for it is deplorable that so many 
different laws should exist in different States, one conflicting with the 
other. New Jersey has had an extended and extensive experience in 
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this direction, its first law being enacted in 1873 and its last in 1890. 
The last law, bringing into existence a State Board of Examination 
and Registration, before whom all persons seeking to commence 
practice in the State must appear for examination and registration, 
has been the subject of much unfavorable criticism ; but mainly, I 
think, by those who are hurt by its operation, or those who by reason 
of their mental make-up could not in politics be other than persistent 
free-traders. 

There were t\yo causes that led the dentists of New Jersey to frame 
the law of 1890. One was the large number of thoroughly incompetent 
men coming into our State bringing with them diplomas from reputa- 
ble colleges. There was no way to reach or stop them, for they had 
complied with the law when their diploma was registered in the 
County Clerk's Office in the county in which they practiced, and 
consequently '<tVie5f5ni|rttiiiri€4*Kipidfy, SLudme found cheap and some- 
times disreputable bfficcs-sprrBgfng^into existence all over the State, 
\ ; -ixipitiffrttifeft "hal-ift ^d: \^orkifi^!^^^^^ the public, and 

: : bUngiii^ ropro'ifch-ailif discredit ^upon lhe'.t)rdfes*i6ril • 

: The.tJtlj^*oausl; was^ t\^ ^ec|il^r»gebgraphical position of the 
State'-. •'li^jitag between N^v j5?arl^ apsj PKifacfelphia, with only a nar- 
row stretch of ninety miles intervening, its territory thickly settled 
with prosperous towns and villages, it offered a tempting field of 
operations for the riff-raff and disreputable members of the profession 
who by force of circumstances were compelled to leave those two 
great centres. The law was not conceived in selfishness, as has been 
claimed, nor to oppress. No worthy qualified man has ever come to 
our doors and been repulsed or refused. If he has the knowledge and 
ability to entitle him to practice in any enlightened community, it 
will not take him long nor will it be a hardship for him to demonstrate 
it and be welcomed ; while if he be not possessed of those requisite 
qualifications, it will not take the board long to discover the fact ; and 
who will say that an injustice has been done when such a man is 
refused a license to practice ? 

Since going into operation the law has been working smoothly, 
and so far as I am aware has given general satisfaction to the profes- 
sion of the State. The members of the board have performed their 
duties faithfully and fearlessly, and are entitled to the hearty support 
and encouragement of every practitioner in the State. When all State 
laws are abolished and an acceptable national law substituted, pro- 
tecting alike the interests of the colleges and the individual practi- 
tioner, when our dental colleges are conducted as they should be, we 
will emerge into a professional atmosphere that will inspire new life 
into every man connected with dentistry, and permanently secure our 
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position in the professional world beyond a perad venture or a doubt. 
It is a consummation devoutly to be wished. 

Dr. J. Allen Osmun — Mr. President^ I rise under some degree of 
embarrassment, yet I cannot let these two papers pass for want of dis- 
cussion. My experience in dental societies is that some member has 
to be sacrified in order to start the discussion, so in this instance I 
will be a willing sacrifice. 

The first point that I would like to take up in Dr. Jack's paper is 
that of dental education. Undoubtedly, while we are in session here 
to-day and to-morrow, we will hear a great deal about dental educa- 
tion. It has been in the air for some time past. During the last two 
or three years a majority of the society discussions and the great bulk 
of the remarks made from time to time have been along the line of 
dental education and the enforcement of law. The points that were 
made by the President of the Pennsylvania Society in his address were 
admirable ; they struck the keynote and the very foundation facts. 
What he said in relation to dentistry being a specialty of medicine is 
worthy of more than a passing notice. But it is the enforcement of 
law ; that is the great question, the core of the whole thing. We have 
laws ; but what in the world is a law for unless it be enforced ? It is 
worse than a dead letter ; far worse than if it were never placed upon 
the statute-book ; and I am very glad, Mr. President, that these two 
societies have emphasized this fact. It is essential that we should have 
our laws enforced, and in consequence of the non-enforcement of laws 
the dental profession has been placed in an embarrassing position. It 
has been quite a common saying among dentists in New Jersey in the 
last five years, or prior to that time, ** Well, what is the law good for, 
anyway? I am not afraid of the law.'* That resulted from the non- 
enforcement of the law, and the profession of dentistry in our State 
was placed in an embarrassing position. 

Let me say a word about our New Jersey law and its enforcement. 
I met a man who had just failed to pass our examining board last Jan- 
uary, a graduate of a reputable college, and he was very bitter in de- 
nunciation of one or two of the examiners. I said to him, ** What 
did they ask you ? Tell me the questions you were asked." He did 
so ; and I give you my word, gentlemen, there was not a single ques- 
tion that the examiners asked that student that he should not have 
known, and known well. I said to him, ** Why didn't you get this 
information in college?'* for I know that college teaches those things 
fully and with much amplification. "Well,*' he said, ** I was out 
with the boys and had a good time, and I found out a few things that 
my professor had as hobbies, and I thought that if I had those things 
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down pat I would get through, and I got along very well with him ;. 
but this examiner never touched on those things at all. ' ' Of course 
he didn't. He did not intend to. Now New Jersey takes the 
position that the law must be maintained, and she is going to en- 
force it. 

Prof. J. F. Flagg — Now, gentlemen, don't you see that with each 
of us there is an incentive to pass and graduate men who are utterly unfit ? 
They come to us, they work with us, and they get around us in some 
way — I don't know how — and the result is that some young men who are 
utterly incompetent go out from our schools. Do we know it ? They 
work hard ; they are present at every lecture ; they are in the seats 
with their eyes wide open and their mouths wide open, drinking it 
all in, poor as it is ; we see them every day, and we get to know those 
boys, and we hope that when they come up for examination they will 
pass a good examination. What do they do ? They are required to 
make a set of artificial teeth, and they take an impression, which is a 
wretchedly poor impression ; so they say to some fellow-student who 
is able to take a good impression, *' Here, I am going down -stairs a 
minute ; you just take this impression for me, and I will be right 
back." So the good man takes the impression. Then the poor man 
swages up a plate, and it is the poorest kind of work, so he gets an- 
other man to swage up the plate for him. He sets it in plaster, and 
where the single teeth are to go he sets them, but where a few teeth 
are to be ground up together he finds he can't grind them up, so he 
gets another man to grind up the gum teeth for him. And that piece 
of work is finally put in by this fellow as his work. He could not 
do it to save his soul ; but how is the teacher to know that ? Do you 
suppose we are going to watch every student at his work ? Then, if a 
student has to prepare a cavity, and don't know how, he gets some- 
body to do it for him. He can't put the gold in, so he gets some 
one else to do that; and perhaps he can't finish the filling, and he 
gets somebody else to finish it up for him. Finally he brings it to 
my good friend here, or to me, and he is asked : *' Did you do this 
work?" and he says, '* Yes, sir," and he lays his hand on his heart. 
Then he comes up for examination, and we ask him questions. I 
would like to read to you, gentlemen, a list of some of the questions 
that I have asked the students who pass before me. If it don't take 
in the whole range, from A to Z, then I don't know anything about 
dentistry — that is, in my branch. I have no idea what they do in the 
other branches, but in my little branch of dentistry I examine students 
thoroughly, and I ask them questions that I doubt very much if many 
of my brother hornets could answer. We have forgotten the things 
we used to know in school, but we keep up with the procession pretty 
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well in practice, and run dentistry decently well in our offices. And 
so it goes on. This man comes up for examination, and his finger- 
nails are written all over with letters that he understands, and he gets 
beside some fellow that he knows is well posted, and he nudges him 
when a question is asked, and so, finally, he gets 41. He wants 42. 
That fellow, with all his cheating and defrauding, gets 41. And then 
I say, " Well, gentlemen, I voted 5 for that fellow ; I think I can go 
one more. I will give him 6.** Would not any one of you do that ? 
I ask you, are you such hard-hearted cusses that you would not do 
that ? No ; particularly for your sons. Of course you will do it. 
You say, " He has worked hard, he is a reasonably good man, a 
thundering sight better than I was when I started in practice. I did 
not know one-tenth part as much when I started, so I can afford to 
give him one more.'* So he gets 42, and he passes. And he goes 
out and he says, '* I guess I got about 59 out of them 60 votes.'* 

Now, when my friend Dr. Osmun said, in speaking of the gen- 
tleman who failed to pass the examining board, that he came from a 
reputable college, where they taught those things in extenso, I at once 
assumed that it must be the Philadelphia College, because I would 
like to know where they teach things any more in extenso than they 
are taught in that college. If the students that go out from that col- 
lege knew everything that is taught in it, they might rattle most of 
you old men. 

Now, referring to what our President has said about the examin- 
ing boards, there should be no differences between them and the 
schools. If the students cheat us into believing they are fit to pass, 
they cheat themselves a hundred times more than they do us. What 
is the incentive for that ? It is simply that, as a result of possessing 
our diploma, they are enabled, in many States, to practice. That is 
the bottom of it. If they could not practice under that diploma — if 
it only stated that these gentlemen have been sufficiently prepared to 
.come before your examining boards and take your examination, that 
we have examined them and think they are capable of passing your 
examination easily — if these men, having passed our examination, 
could not practice until they had passed another examination before 
your examining boards, don't you suppose they would embrace the 
opportunities to learn what we give them, don't you suppose they 
would learn how to prepare cavities, and take impressions, and swage 
plates, and grind teeth ? Of course they would, because their right 
to practice would depend upon their ability to demonstrate their 
knowledge of these things before you. But your law says that your 
examining board " may^^ examine a man who brings a diploma from a 
reputable college. You '^may^^ examine him. I think our law says 
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he must he examined. I would like to be informed on that point. 
Can a man pass before our board and be registered without an exami- 
nation ? 

President Jack — No, sir. 

Dr. Flagg — That is what I say, but this miserable little two-cent 
Pennsylvania law — I beg your pardon ; I forgot that I was a visitor — 
but this same Pennsylvania law says that the examining board may 
at their discretion, examine candidates that come before them with 
diplomas. Talk about our being hornets in New Jersey — why, there 
is nothing in our Constitution that is a hundredth part as hornety as 
that word "may*' in your State law. Why should one man be ex- 
amined and another man be allowed to pass without examination ? 
The board cannot take that responsibility. It should be as our law is. 
If a man brings a diploma, that man should be able to go before the 
State Board of Examiners and answer their questions, and if he can- 
not answer them he ought not to be allowed to practice. You can 
reject him just as well as we could, and he will take it a great deal 
better, and that would take all the onus of the thing from the board. 

Dr. L. Ashley Faught — I have been very much pleased with both 
of the addresses of our Presidents, and one thing particularly in the 
address of the Pennsylvania President is worth noting : the assertion 
that what was wanted in the profession of dentistry was unanimity of 
feeling. There is a separation, but I do not think the best basis of 
unanimity in the profession can be reached through the law. I be- 
lieve, from my own knowledge and from my connection with the 
schools, that the division is due to the very thing upon which 
unanimity should exist — that is, the enforcement of the law. I want 
to compliment my friend Dr. Jack upon what he has said here, but 
there are one or two things in his address with which I must disagree. 
I should do injustice to a large number of members of the profession 
if I did not try to correct an erroneous impression that has gone forth. 
We have been told by another professor in an educational institution 
that, being cognizant of the fact that students in his department of 
the college obtained 41 votes at their examination by practicing 
fraud, he gave them one more vote — 

Dr. Flagg — I did not say so. I said we did not know it, and I 
asked how we could know it. Why, we think the fellow is an angel, 
his wings folded under his black coat. 

Dr. Faught — Well, I have one other correction to make, in which 
I know I am right, because I have the proof here. It is the assertion 
that the word ** may *' appears in the Pennsylvania law in connection 
with a man appearing before the board of examiners with a diploma. 
The Pennsylvania law does not say anything at all about the examination, 
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and the word '*may*' does not appear in the law in that con- 
nection. The word " may *' occurs in the Act of 1883, in reference 
to the matter of recording the diploma after the State Board has 
found that the examination is satisfactory as to the qualifications of 
the man ; after they are satisfied of the genuineness of the diploma 
then it may be recorded. We admit the weakness of the word " may/* 
it should be ''shall.*' 

Dr. Flagg — I said quite strongly that the schools were disposed 
to hold up the hands of the examining boards in the enforcement of 
the law, and I would like to ask the President of -the Pennsylvania 
board to read that part of the Pennsylvania law in regard to passing 
men who hold diplomas. I would like to know if the spirit of the 
Pennsylvania law is not this : that when a man presents a diploma 
and the examining board feels that he is an able man and competent, 
that they can register the diploma without an examination, but if they 
have any doubts about it, then they have the privilege of examining 
the man. 

Dr. Faught — The examining board and the Committee on Enforce- 
ment of the Law often come into the same court in that matter, and 
the true spirit of the law, as interpreted by the examining board, the 
Committee; on the Enforcement of the Law, and the Legal Committee 
of the Philadelphia County Denial Society, is that the State Board 
shall in every instance examine. 

Dr. Flagg — Won't you kindly read the law ? 

Dr. W. E. Magill— The Act of 1876 reads: 

" It shall be unlawful for any person except regularly authorized 
physicians and surgeons to engage in the practice of dentistry in the 
State of Pennsylvania, unless said person has graduated and received 
a diploma from the faculty of a reputable institution where this spe- 
cialty is taught, and chartered under the authority of some one of the 
United States, or of a foreign government, acknowledged as such, or 
shall have obtained a certificate from a board of examiners duly ap- 
pointed and authorized by the provisions of this act to issue such cer- 
tificate. ' * 

Section 2 of the same act says it shall be the duty of this board 
to grant certificates of ability to practice dentistry, etc. The Act of 
1883, Section 2, reads as follows: 

** Any person beginning to practice dentistry in this State after 
the passage of this act, having a dental diploma issued or purporting 
to have been issued by any college, university, society, or association, 
shall present the same to the State Examining Board provided for in 
the act to which this is a supplement, for approval ; such examining 
board being satisfied as to the qualifications of the applicant and the 
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genuineness of the diploma, shall, without fee, endorse the same as 
approved, after which the same may be recorded as aforesaid.'* 

Under that clause Dr. Faught takes the ground that the board is 
in duty bound, not by the letter but by the spirit of the law, to 
examine. The law says they shall endorse the diploma, etc., after 
being satisfied of the qualifications of the applicant and the genuine- 
ness of the diploma, and the question is as to what will satisfy them. 
The gentleman takes the ground that they can only be satisfied by an 
examination. 

Dr. Magill— -Let me say a word about this question to our friend, 
Dr. Flagg. I happen to be a member of the examining board, but I 
have not correctly understood our position until he stated it so clearly 
here ; I did not know that we were wet-nurses to the colleges, but 
since we have become their wet-nurses we will endeavor to do bur 
part as well as possible. 

Dr. Flagg — I would like to ask the doctor what he is a wet-nurse 
to, if it is not to the colleges ? 

Dr. Magill — Nothing. We have not proposed to be wet-nurses, or 
anything of that kind. But if I understand what the professor says, 
it is tantamount to that : that the examining board is to be'made a 
wet-nurse to the college. 

Dr. W. W. Walker — Mr. President and gentlemen of the combi- 
nation. Dr. Luckey, in his annual address, said he thought there 
should be a National Board of Examiners. I think myself there 
should be a National Board of Examiners. There are so many differ- 
ent college faculties and so many different State laws that they 
frequently clash with each other. Recently there came under my 
personal observation the case of a young man lately graduated from 
one of the most reputable dental colleges in the United States, who 
moved into a State where they require an examination by the State 
board before one is allowed to practice. On returning to his native 
State, a full-fledged graduate, he passed an examination before the 
State examiners in great shape ; but after a while he thought he would 
like to practice in another State, and he went before another State 
board for examination, and they turned him down, saying he was the 
worst they ever saw. Now I claim there should be a National Board 
of Examiners to act as an appellate court in such cases, so that State 
Boards of Examiners might be raked up occasionally when they needed 
it. I think it is wrong and disgraceful that a man who has been 
graduated from a reputable college and has passed a creditable exam- 
ination before his own State board should be humiliated by compel- 
ling him to go before the examining board of another State, to be 
turned down in that way ; therefore I am in favor of having a National 
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Board of Examiners who would act as an appellate court, to ascer- 
tain, in such cases, where the error has been made — ^whether-, in the 
State board and the college that first examined the man, or in the 
State board that last examined him. 

Dr. G. Carleton Brown—I would like to ask Dr. Walker why it 
is a humiliation for a graduate to appear before a State Board for ex- 
amination ? 

Dr. Walker — I think, Mr. President and Dr. Brown, that where 
a young man who has in the first place obtained either a collegiate 
or a first-class grammar-school education, sufficient to enter college, 
then spends three years, of seven or nine months each, in a reputable 
dental college, and passes the examination of the faculty, that that 
should be sufficient proof of his proficiency and ability to practice 
dentistry throughout the United States. That is why I say it is a hu- 
miliation. 

Dr. G. Carleton Brown — ^We acknowledge that it should be, but 
the fact is that they are not always qualified. I would like to talk on 
that point later on. Dr. Walker cites a particular case of a gentle- 
man who was- graduated at a college and went before his State Board 
and obtained the privilege of practicing in that State, and subse- 
quently went before another State Board for the privilege of practicing 
in that State. That statement is not correct. The man went to 
that second State to procure another degree. He had the privilege of 
practicing there under his original diploma. 

Different boards examine in different ways. The New Jersey 
Examining Board is composed of five members, and each candidate 
goes before every member personally. It is not a public examination. 
He spends a different length of time before the different chairs, and 
he receives as thorough and practical an examination as it is possible 
to give a man. If the man is diffident, the examiner is apt to find it 
out very soon, and in that case the examiner is going to do everything 
in his power to help on that man, if he is sure he has the knowledge. 
It may take twice as long to get it out of him as it would to get it out 
of a smarter man who might not really know half as much ; therefore 
a board that works on that plan is more fair to the candidate and gets 
at the facts as to his qualifications better than a board that sets the 
men up in a row to fire questions at. That is what happened in this 
case that has been mentioned, and the man got rattled ; three or four 
questions were put to him that he did not answer ; but if he had been 
taken alone he would have answered every one of those questions. 

Why should one board be criticised for having a low standard, 
by another board which stands their men up in this way to knock 
them down if they want to ? 
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A great deal has been said to-day in our Presidents' addresses 
and by other speakers, by Dr. Walker a moment ago, about having 
uniform dental laws in the different States. Is that feasible ? Do we 
have uniform laws in the different States in regard to any other matter ? 
Have we uniform laws in regard to insolvency, marriage, and divorce, 
or in regard to rates of interest ? Not at all. The national govern- 
ment has never yet passed a law of that kind that would be approved 
as just and equal in the different States. It seems that there are cer- 
tain questions that must be decided by the States themselves, and this 
is probably one of them. In regard to a National Board of Examiners, 
they would have to be appointed by the general government, and I 
do not think the general government at Washington could pass a law 
which requires the appointment of examiners from the different States, 
and in any case it would be impracticable for such a body of men to 
undertake the examination of twelve hundred graduates or more in a 
year. Who could give the necessary time to it, and who would pay 
them for their time? It is apparent upon the face of it that it would 
not be practicable. We could not do it, because there are certain 
things that must be left to the States themselves to regulate, and be- 
cause we could not find men who would be willing to do the duty. 
The only thing to be done is to allow each State to pass its own laws 
and to enforce those laws as it sees fit, and as long as that condition 
of things continues we must necessarily have a variety of laws. 

EXTRACTS FROM DR. G. C. BROWN 's PAPER : 

As the title chosen for this paper seems rather too broad for my 
present purpose, I ask to qualify it by substituting *' Dental Educa- 
tion as Viewed from the Standpoint of the Dental Examiner.*' 

A member of the New Jersey Dental Society told me in October 
last that the subject of dental education, and more particularly the 
workings of the New Jersey dental law, was brought up at the joint 
session of our societies last July, and that not one person would say a 
word for it. I was not at that meeting, but on general principles I 
told that man that he — well, I told him the truth, just the same as any 
of you would have done if you had known that four members of the 
New Jersey Examining Board were there, and only too ready and 
willing to answer all questions on the workings of the New Jersey 
law. Therefore, to speak plainly, he must have lied. 

This is the only incident of an unpleasant nature which I have 
had with any member of the profession since the enactment of the 
law of 1890. Although I have had a great many arguments and 
differences of opinion with men who considered themselves unjustly 
dealt with, in every other case only the friendliest feelings have 



73 

followed, and I believe every one of those men is now a firm believer 
in and supporter of the law. I simply mention this to show how the 
matter is viewed by those most affected. 

As to the way this law has been received by the students who 
have come before us, I wish time permitted me to repeat many of the 
pleasant conversations I have had with them ; suffice it to say, that 
they stand a solid body in favor of restrictive laws, not only the men 
who have passed, but a number who have failed, having expressed 
themselves as being convinced that the law was just and right. One 
young graduate came before the board with assurance enough to carry 
everything before him ; he had just graduated from a recognized col- 
lege with honors, and knew it all. Examination boards, he explained 
to me, were a farce ; the idea of a lot of dentists setting themselves 
up to question a man who had just graduated ! Before the day was 
over he had changed his tune a little, and before going home he came 
to me and said that he didn't believe he was so "darned smart '* as 
he thought he was, and that he was afraid he would be plucked, but 
that if he was he would '* brace up and come again.** Things turned 
out as he had expected, and in three months we had the pleasure of 
examining him again, and it was a pleasure. Such a marked im- 
provement in so short a time was wonderful. After the examinations 
were over he came to me again and said that he felt better and was in 
hopes he would get through. He also said he wished to express his 
gratitude to the board for their kindness, and that he considered that 
his failure at the first examination was the luckiest thing that ever 
happened to him ; that it had taught him how little he really knew, 
and how unfit he was to go into practice ; that he had worked hard 
and continuously since that time, and had succeeded in learning that 
he had only commenced his education instead of having finished it 
as he had supposed. The examination fee he considered the best in- 
vestment he had ever made. 

At this time a short synopsis of the workings of our law may be 
of interest. But before giving this it will be necessary to glance at 
the previous laws and the necessity for that of 1890. On March 
14th, 1873, ^^ first dental law was enacted in New Jersey, which 
made it unlawful for any person to engage in the practice of den- 
tistry in the State unless said person had graduated and received a 
diploma from the faculty of a dental college, or had obtained a cer- 
tificate from a board of dentists duly authorized and appointed by 
this act to issue such certificates; the act further provided for a 
fine for all infractions of the law. In February, 1880, a supplement 
was passed to the act, requiring registration with county clerks. In 
1884 an act was passed doing away with the examining board and 
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allowing only diplomas from dental colleges to be registered. These 
laws, while apparently good, were defective in a most important 
feature — ^viz., the power to enforce them. They were practically a dead 
letter, and New Jersey was fast becoming a dumping-ground for her 
big sister States ; but fortunately one of the great products of New 
Jersey is hornets, and, thanks to their buzzing and stinging, we are a 
dumping-ground no longer. The profession, realizing the danger in 
which it was being placed by the influx of so many incompetent and 
poorly educated D. D. S.'s, appealed to the Legislature for the protec- 
tion of the people, who in all cases of this kind are the sufferers. 

The Legislature, seeing the right and justice of this appeal, passed 
a law which stands at the head of dental protective measures. They 
passed it in spite of a strong influence brought to bear from different 
sources, and strangely enough from the two extremes, or what should 
be the two extremes of the profession — the charlatan and the college. 
The Governor, after carefully examining the bill and hearing all sides, 
gave it his hearty endorsement and signature. This measure so im- 
pressed the medical profession that they drew up and had passed a 
bill of the same kind and on the same general lines. The Governor 
promptly appointed the two commissions, and they have both worked 
carefully and conscientiously and in full sympathy with each other for 
the benefit of their respective professions and the people at large. 

After the appointment and organization of the commission, the 
Secretary was instructed to see that every dental practitioner in the 
State was properly registered. This proved to be an exceedingly 
arduous undertaking, as the records of the county clerks' offices had 
to be searched and a great many technical points settled. It was found 
that a large number of reputable practitioners were practicing ille- 
gally. These, of course, could not be registered, and had to come 
before the board for examination. However, they were soon disposed 
of, and the board settled down to the main work for which it was ap- 
pointed. This work gave to the members a most interesting and in- 
structive opportunity to study the educational results attained by the 
different colleges. A very low standard, indeed, was found to exist 
in certain directions, which proved beyond all question the assertion 
made a few minutes back, that at that time some colleges were turning 
out every year a large quantity of incompetent men. As time went 
on there was a marked improvement in the men who came to us from 
these same colleges. We found that they were much better prepared 
and equipped for their life's work. ^ 

One objection which has been raised to the law is the examination 
fee. As a rule, students when they leave college are not rolling in 
wealth, and $25 seems a pretty good sum for them to have to pay out 
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for a State examination ; but the necessary expenses have to be met 
in some way, and at the present time a tax on the applicants seems to 
be the only way in which it can be done. I hope at some time the 
Legislatures of the different States will consider this matter of sufficient 
importance to make the examinations free, and pay the expenses of the 
Commission from the State treasuries. 

Another apparent injustice is that a licensed practitioner in one 
State will be required to pass another examination if he wishes to 
practice in another State. This will in time undoubtedly regulate 
itself. After a sufficient number of States have enacted similar laws, 
a standard of requirements can be adopted and licenses made trans- 
ferable, so that a man having once passed his examination can prac- 
tice in any State where the requirements of education are co-equal. The 
appointment by the State or local governments of a board of exam- 
iners to conduct the examinations in the colleges, instead of the teachers 
of those institutions being the examiners, would answer the same pur- 
pose. One of these two measures will probably be the outcome of the 
present agitation. Seconding the efforts of the profession to further 
these educational measures will be found all those truly progressive 
institutions which have at heart the elevation of the professional 
standard, rather than the mere accumulation of dollars. 

Dr. Charles J. Essig — Mr. President, a large portion of the paper 
we have just listened to seems to be a plea for the New Jersey State 
Dental Examining Board, and that portion of it which refers to 
dental education is so ambiguous that I do not care to take up the 
few points that are in it, I know very little about the New Jersey 
State Examining Board, and I would much prefer to discuss the subject 
from the broader standpoint of dental education. I am very far from 
believing that examining boards, in their present heterogeneous condi- 
tion, will accomplish much permanent good. Some of these boards 
examine candidates who have not received systematic instruction, and 
who have no diplomas. Very little is to be said of such boards, but 
I think they have undoubtedly done a great deal of harm. In some 
States the examining boards are required by law to examine candidates, 
both with and without diplomas, and may reject the graduate or confer 
their certificate upon the untaught candidate. I would like to ask you 
whether you honestly think the standard of dental education can be 
raised by such State examining boards ? 

But some of you may say. The Examining Board of our State ex- 
amine only graduates of dental colleges. No one can question the 
right of the State to pass such a law, and if the members of such 
boards are properly qualified and do their work thoroughly and con- 
scientiously, much good might be accomplished. But the matter of 
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passing upon the acquirements of men who have already been exam- 
ined, pronounced qualified, and recommended by their teachers for 
the degree, is too important to be decided by an informal, verbal ex- 
amination without witnesses, which leaves the poor candidate who has 
spent his time and money at college at the mercy of a man perhaps in 
every way his inferior. 

Examining boards are not unlike dental faculties in their organi- 
zation ; and it seems to me that they are open to a larger extent than 
the college faculties to the same criticisms that we have heard here 
against the colleges. Personally I should be very glad to be entirely 
relieved of the task of examining men. And I should be very glad 
if there were a uniform law in the different States, and if there was 
some way by which we could be sure of the qualifications of the ex- 
aminers in those uniform boards ; but I think that it is altogether 
hypothetical ; I do not believe it is possible to get that uniform con- 
dition of things, so that there will be the same standard in all the 
State boards. The only way would be to have a national board, and 
that is quite out of the question. I wish we could have something of 
that kind. 

The candidate for examination, if he holds a diploma from a 
reputable dental college, has rights which ought to be and probably 
eventually will be respected. He is entitled to know whether his ex- 
aminer is qualified to examine. I maintain that it requires just as 
high a degree of knowledge to examine candidates as it does to teach 
them. 

The present method of examining by State boards is as arbitrary 
as it is slipshod and superficial, and will give rise to no end of con- 
troversy and trouble, and in the end will defeat its own object. It 
will not be long before it becomes apparent to all who are interested 
in this phase of dental education that such examinations should be 
written ; questions and answers should be in writing, and be placed 
on record for reference when occasion requires. The question should 
be in the handwriting of the examiner, and the answer in that of the 
candidate. 

The essayist does not appreciate the importance of the work of 
the teacher. I think that is clearly shown in his remark that any sub- 
ject in the curriculum can be presented to dental students in a more 
practical way by well-posted and well-educated dentists than by a 
medical practitioner. There is a very attractive sentiment embodied 
in that idea of having the entire faculty of a dental school composed 
of dentists ; but take the branches of chemistry, anatomy, and physi- 
ology — can these positions be filled with dentists? No. How many 
of your dental examiners are really competent to examine in these 
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branches ? A man cannot take up the study of chemistry successfully 
in a year, and the same is true of anatomy. He cannot learn anatomy 
from books ; he cannot take Gray's Anatomy and read it over at night 
and make himself proficient in that branch. You must study anatomy 
from the cadaver, aixd that takes a long time. One of the leading 
professors in the chair of anatomy in a dental college has stated that 
after he graduated in dentistry he spent seven years in the study of 
anatomy. 

There are many points in the paper that I might reply to. I 
would like to call your attention to one point, and the rest I will leave 
for some one else. The essayist deplores the existence of fees of the 
examining boards. I have always thought that the fees of the 
examining boards were not only very objectionable, but unquestion- 
ably wrong. The examining board assumes a censorious position, 
and ought to be, like Caesar's wife, above suspicion ; but as long as 
they have J30 fees they are just like the dental colleges. Nothing 
can be said about it. You can assume anything you choose, you can 
be as ambiguous as you like about it, as ambiguous as you have been 
about the dental colleges, and as long as you retain that fee you will 
be open to criticism. 

Something has been said about the colleges making money, and 
Professor Flagg answers that charge ; but there fs one point that he 
did not touch upon. Do you know that the dental examining boards 
are very high-priced institutions ? The dental colleges cannot come 
near them in the matter of compensation. You charge ^25 in the 
New Jersey State Examining Board for an hour and a half or two 
hours' work — two or three hours, more or less ; while the colleges for 
$25 give the student, in round numbers, it may be more, seventy-five 
lectures and several laboratory instructions. The examining boards 
are well paid, but neither of us is working for nothing. I have always 
thought that it was wrong to exact a fee from a candidate before the 
examining board. When I was a member of the examining board of 
the State of Pennsylvania, a sum of money was placed in my hands at 
the end of the session, and I was told that that was my share. I do 
not know what you gentlemen of the State examining board do with 
the money you collect, but I do know what I did at that time ; I did 
not think I could take that money, and I handed it back. My only 
object in referring to the matter here is to try to show some of the 
gentlemen who make charges against the dental colleges that there are 
two sides to the question. 

Dr. C. S. Beck — I would like, if it is in order, to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Pennsylvania State Dental Examiners to tell» the gentlemen 
present, in order that they may have a correct idea of the work of the 
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Pennsylvania State Board, the amount of fees that board has received, 
the amount of labor it has performed, and the number of men it has 
passed in the last five years. I think he can do it in a very few 
moments. 

Dr. Magill — ^I suppose it would be only necessary to state briefly 
that the Pennsylvania State Examining Board receives no remunera- 
tion. It has been its practice for the last few years to turn over all 
money received to the State Society. There was a time when the 
members felt authorized by the terms of the law to pay their traveling 
expenses simply, not their hotel bills, out of the fees they received, 
but for some years they have not personally received any fees or 
salaries. They pay their own expenses. 



Dental Law and Dental Education. 

BY DR. W. E. MAGILL. 

As members of our profession we are all interested in dental law 
and dental education ; in law as a check upon vice, a restraint put 
upon charlatanism; in education as a beneficent uplifting force, 
urging toward higher standards and better attainments. 

We do not value law as a direct educational force, but indirectly it 
has proved an agent of value and power. Indeed, the enactment of 
law presupposes education somewhere — a comprehension of apparent 
wants to be filled, or evils to be remedied, or wrongs to be righted. As 
a fact, dental education came before dental legislation, inasmuch as 
the college and the association both antedate the law. 

Law is the result of discovered needs, the evidence of a desire to 
change the existing order of things. Especially is this true of dental 
law. For many years we were contented and comfortable without 
legislation, unconscious of any benefits to be derived from that direc- 
tion ; and it may be interesting to inquire whence came the innovat- 
ing impulse to disturb this placidity of professional life. I think it 
may be traced to the influence of college education. Conscious of the 
benefits derived from enlarged opportunities, generous men desired to 
elevate the profession by establishing higher standards. Some, no doubt, 
labored for the public gODd, desiring to protect the community, so far as 
is possible by legislation, against the evils of ignorance and quaekery. 

It may be true elsewhere, and I apprehend it is true in every 
State, as it is here in Pennsylvania, that all movements in favor of 
dental legislation have originated within the profession. While the 
ultimate and important effect of legislation is to guard well the inter- 
ests of the people outside of the profession, not from them has come 
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the demand for laws to regulate practice, with a view to improved and 
more efficient professional knowledge. Indeed, there has been a dis- 
position to gather with local pride around the uneducated and defend 
them, as if any law to compel education was an interference with in- 
herent rights of '* life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.** 

But the most active opposition to the enactment of restraining 
law has come from conservatism within our profession, from men es- 
tablished in practice under the old order of affairs, and who feared or 
disliked innovation, lest in some way it might unfavorably affect 
themselves. To disarm and conciliate this adverse influence, in all 
the earlier laws it was necessary to demand less and be satisfied with 
less than was desirable on the part of those who asked for legislation, 
and who obtained what they could, trusting to the future for better 
laws when experience should have proved the benefit to be expected 
from them. Bearing this in mind, you will be lenient in criticism of 
those laws first enacted, for they were the first steps cut in the face of 
a high rock of prejudice, beyond which our professional life has ex- 
panded, and now we stand with a wider horizon and more glorious 
prospect, union in our ranks, and professional jealousy banished, we 
hope, forever. 

One of the beneficent effects of law* in a State is to compel 
legislation in adjoining States. In Pennsylvania we were not fully 
conscious of the value of law until this became the dumping-ground 
for those incapables who were by legal enactments thrown out of other 
States. 

In July, 1868, the Susquehanna Dental Association, then in 
session at Scran ton, passed the following resolution : 

^^ Resolved y That, in view of the legislation obtained in several 
other States, this association will most heartily co-operate with other 
dental associations in any effort that may be made with a view to se- 
curing legislative action which shall define the qualifications of prac- 
titioners of dentistry in this Commonwealth.'* 

In November of that year a call was published in the Dental Cos- 
mos for a State Dental Convention, to be held in Philadelphia, De- 
cember 8th, 1868, " for the purpose of forming a State Dental 
Society.** This organization was urged with the express view to 
secure *' legislative action to regulate the practice of dentistry within 
the State.'* 

It is thus shown that the very foundation of our associated life as. 
a State Society is the desire to have clearly defined, by statute, what 
should properly be required in the way of preparation and acquirement 
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of the men who proposed to enter this respectable profession, which 
had proved its value and importance to the health and comfort of the 
people. 

Eight years of effort were required to secure the desired enact- 
ment, which became a law in April, 1876. The Pennsylvania State 
Dental Society, true to the object of its organization, was earnest in 
effort to secure legislation, and has been diligent to obtain enforce- 
ment of the law, which is one of the simplest and least elaborate to be 
found in the statute-books of the States. It is not perfect ; it is lack- 
ing in definition of what shall constitute practice; it does not assign 
to any public officer the duty of prosecuting offenders, nor does it pro- 
vide a fund to meet necessary expenses to be incurred in enforcement. 
Under its provisions satisfactory work has only been done where a 
local society, operating within a given district, has raised money and 
energetically undertaken the prosecution of those who were in unlaw- 
ful practice. Notably in Pittsburgh the value and soundness of the 
law has been proved, and in other portions of the State a few decisions 
by judges who have so sustained the law that now no doubt exists of 
our ability to enforce its provisions, provided we have sufficient testi- 
mony to offer and money to pay expenses. 

An amendment secured in 1883 requires the registration of all 
dentists, either by diploma, certificate of State Examining Board, or 
affidavit setting forth the time and place of continuous practice. 

The public sentiment which sustains a law is of more value than 
the law, for without the support of such sentiment the law is worth- 
less. Serious difficulty was found in early attempts to enforce the 
law, on account of existing prejudice on the part of judge and jury, 
who considered its requirements arbitrary and unjust. Probably time 
has removed such prejudice, and advanced legislation, if secured, 
would receive cordial support. We found, when legislation was first 
attempted, no public demand, but yet, on the part of intelligent citi- 
zens, ability to appreciate the benefits and sympathy with the objects 
when presented. 

I cannot speak with authority of the effect of legislation upon the 
profession in other States, but here the influence in the direction of 
education has been distinct and beneficial. Men who had already 
commenced practice with no preparation but a brief pupilage were in- 
duced to attend college and graduate. Young men came before the 
examining board and, failing to pass examination, returned home to 
study and prepare for college. The number of those who have applied 
to the board for certificates has decreased year by year, until now the 
apparent understanding is that the roan who desires to enter practice 
must attend college. This is due to steady advance in the requirements 
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of the examining board, and to progressive opinion in and out of the 
profession. 

In these days ,we hear and read much in regard to dental law and 
dental education. There is an evident feeling of unrest, an agitation 
for something to be desired but not yet attained. And yet nearly 
every State has its law, and we might almost say its college. Cer- 
tainly there never was a time when opportunities were so numerous to 
obtain what is called education in institutions proposing to teach stu- 
dents in dentistry. 

In certain places much fault is found with the result of college 
education, and the demand is for fewer schools, more thoroughness in 
methods, and less strife for the longest list of matriculants. • While 
admitting that there may be good grounds for such a demand, to me 
it seems more important that the character of matriculants and gradu- 
ates should be carefully considered. As a rule, the honest man will be 
faithful in what he does to the extent of his ability, and the inevitable 
result of such faithfulness is improvement, advancement. The dis- 
honest practitioner is an uncertain quantity, whatever his attainments, 
and with him careful operations depend upon mere whim or fancy for 
a patient, or opportunity to deceive. I do not feel much inclined to 
find fault with the man who thinks he is too poor to attend college, 
but obtains all the knowledge within his reach and faithfully does his 
best for his patients ; but I am disposed to censure severely the man 
who receives a diploma from a respectable college and then trails it in 
the mire of disreputable methods, by which he expects to draw to 
himself business which in the proper order of things should go to an- 
other and better man. These so-called educated men, without correct 
principles, are the bane of professional life and character to-day. 
Having complied with the letter of the law and obtained a diploma, 
the man of this stamp is safe, as regards the law, in his disreputable 
methods, and taints the professional atmosphere with an odor which 
no disinfectant yet discovered can neutralize. Of course the modest 
man, who has high regard for the character and reputation of his pro- 
fession, is at a disadvantage when these men who adopt the role of 
charlatan come between him and the public, waving their banners 
bearing cuts of artificial teeth, hanging out the immense gilded imita- 
tion of an upper first molar, and reciting tales of wonderful exploits 
in remedying defects, real or imaginary. Unfortunately for the good 
man, a large portion of the community upon which he depends for 
support consists of those who judge superficially, or are easily deceived 
by large pretensions, or have had small experience in the world. 
While he has a following that is satisfactory in quality, it may not be 
so in quantity. 
6 
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The truth is that one of our serious wants as a profession is edu- 
cation among the people^ who can demand and obtain what they need 
whenever competent to judge, but will continue to be imposed upon 
so long as they lack knowledge of what constitutes professional ability 
and shrewdness in comprehending character. Looking back over the 
road by which experience has led us, I feel assured that one of our 
mistakes has been to overlook the value of the daily press. We might 
have made the people familiar with the terms and objects of our law, 
and by showing them their real interest in the enforcement of law 
made of them earnest friends. 

Possibly we should demand and expect the college to stand be- 
tween the public and the unworthy student ; but to do this effectually, 
in many cases, the college must have the right to revoke or recall its 
diploma. We may not yet be ready for this advance in legislation ; 
but the necessity for some such safeguard is already admitted, and, 
the evil being known, we may safely depend upon the wisdom of 
our profession and popular enlightenment yet to come to work a 
reform. 

We readily concede to the college the paramount influence in 
dental education to-day ; but those whose professional experience dates 
back many years can remember a time when as an educational force 
the association was greater than the college. Indeed, it may be ques- 
tioned if even now laurels should not be divided. The direct influ- 
ence of the college is limited to three years, whereas the association 
continues to shed light and influence during all the years of one's 
professional life. It is a school where experience teaches and discus- 
sion draws out truth, and many opinions converge upon a given 
subject. 

As a society, we have not undertaken the task of education, but 
by giving active support to the law we have contributed largely to the 
success of colleges. In return, we are indebted to these institutions 
for the cultivated men their ranks have furnished, and for valuable 
contributions in all departments of professional knowledge. To the 
colleges we have a right to look for all that is valuable in progress and 
grand in principle. Our disposition is not to repress or discourage 
those who are doing a good work, as some surely are. We would 
rather unfurl a banner inscribed ** Excelsior!'* and, pointing to the 
legend, bid them God-speed in the upward way. 

As to legislation which shall require in every State the examina- 
tion, by boards appointed for the purpose, of all who propose to begin 
the practice of dentistry, we see a drift of sentiment in that direction, 
but hope for such prompt and thorough action on the part of colleges 
as shall forestall the movement and render it unnecessary. It is a 
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wretched stigma to attach to our American institutions that their 
diplomas are of no value as evidence of preparation for practice. 
There is no necessity for any college to continue long under such a 
ban, and each should strive to be the first to prove to the profession 
and the world its determination to be free hereafter from even a suspi- 
cion of such incompetency as is charged. 

As pertinent to the subject, let me quote from a recent article on 
preparatory schools : " What, under the existing state of things, may be 
justly demanded ? It is evident that there are many things, in them- 
selves eminently desirable, that must not be expected nor even asked 
for. The school cannot create brains. A certain per cent, of 
students never ought to attempt preparation for college, and are yet 
always to be looked for in preparatory classes, so long as fond parents 
have their being. Even here the school can render a great service to 
the whole student body by shutting such incapables out of their higher 
classes through a system of rigid examinations, thus practically pre- 
venting them from ever reaching college halls.'* 

This indicates a remedy within reach of every college. The 
lengthened term gives each institution what is equivalent to a prepara- 
tory school in its first year and beyond that year no student should be 
permitted to go who has not shown himself fully up to all the stand- 
ards as to character, skill, and intellect. 

That there are serious defects in the present system of education 
pursued in some colleges we are obliged to admit. Every one who 
has much experience in employing young men recently graduated is 
forced to the conclusion that somewhere a fault exists which should be 
remedied. Whence shall the remedy come ? Unquestionably it should 
come from the college. What hinders such reform ? The commercial 
spirit, which has too great preponderance in the origin and conduct 
of schools. How can this spirit be regulated or placed under control ? 
By concentrating the influence of the profession upon this subject and 
in favor of reform, possibly by bringing the powers of the State to- 
bear in exercising strict supervision of colleges, and making them^i 
accountable ; also in such a system of restrictions and guarantees that 
dental schools cannot be, as now, started like the corner grocery, any- 
where and by anybody. One of the surprising facts of this present 
time is the readiness with which the State gives to irresponsible per- 
sons the right to open schools. 

We have seen that for dental laws now in existence our profession 
is mainly responsible, and the number is increasing rapidly. We will 
also be held responsible for our fostering care of colleges, to which we 
must look for all that is highest and best in dental education. 

But let us not be responsible for any arrangement or under- 
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Standing which shall so emasculate the college that it shall become 
only a kindergarten or a primary department to prepare scholars for 
the State Examining Board. 

Dr. Van Orsdel — It is characteristic of Dr. Magill to be thorough 
in everything he undertakes, hence he has well considered the subject 
of dental law and dental education. His long experience on the 
Committee on Enforcement has thoroughly identified him with dental 
law in Pennsylvania. His experience on the State Examining Board 
makes him an authority on dental education. The necessity for 
dental law is due to lack of education by the profession as well as the 
people. All movements favoring dental legislation have originated 
among the profession. The doctor says that is true. It is also true 
that the enforcement of law, as far as it has gone in Pennsylvania, has 
been by and through the profession. Many of us have given such 
enforcement only a half-hearted support. The fear of engendering 
animosities among the people has caused many of us to stand aloof. 
I at one time was guilty in that direction, and suffered for my cow- 
ardice by gaining the animosities of those whose favor I desired to 
retain, and at the same time rested under the stigma of having 
failed to support my professional brethren at a time when my help 
would have been valuable. 

The Lake Erie Association had prosecuted an illegal practitioner 
in my own town. When the bill of indictment was taken before the 
grand jury for consideration, through sympathy and politics it was 
ignored, and when returned by the presiding judge with instructions 
to find a bill it was a second time ignored. Some old soldiers on the 
jury were led to believe it was an effort to interfere with an old soldier 
making a living. A prominent politician saw votes and political in- 
fluence in the enemy's camp by using his influence to defeat law and 
justice. I have always felt that if I had done my duty I could have 
prevented that wrong. Being an old soldier myself, I could have neu- 
tralized his influence in that direction, and could have said to my 
political friend, " Hands off.** 

I have mentioned this circumstance, hoping that if any of you 
:should at any time be placed in similar circumstances you may learn 
a lesson from my experience and do your whole duty. 

The Pennsylvania law is weak in its enforcing clause. The paper 
refers to it by saying that " it does not assign to any public officer the 
enforcement of the law. * * 

Our physicians have a provision in their law by which the penalty 
is divided with the informer. Had we such a provision, it is my opin- 
ion we would have little trouble about the enforcement of it. Failing 
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such provision, it is our duty to see that the Committee on Enforce- 
ment be clothed with sufficient power and backing to enable them to 
proceed against any and all offenders. A fund should be created by 
assessing the members of this association, by soliciting contributions 
from those of our profession not members and yet protected by the 
law. Once let it become known that we are ready and prepared to 
move upon all offenders, and illegitimates will seek more congenial 
regions or qualify themselves. Local societies in some places have 
done well, but their field is limited, and this society should be the 
one to protect the whole State. 

The necessity for dental education is beginning to be appreciated 
among some of the people. The grand inclination of the people to 
nibble at anything savoring of humbug stands in the way of their full 
enlightenment. First educate well the dentist, and then let him be a 
teacher of the people. 

I think we are getting too may schools ; there should be some 
law regulating the chartering of such institutions, so as to make it 
necessary to clearly show the necessity of the school before granting 
the charter. Our schools should in some manner be so protected as 
to do away with the necessity of cultivating the "commercial spirit'* 
spoken of by the essayist. The necessity for the re-examining of 
graduates by State examining boards is to be deplored. For that, we 
as well as the schools are responsible. A dentist should be not only a 
man of cultivated mind, but he should also, in plain words, be a me- 
chanic. The term may sound offensive to some of us, but it best ex- 
presses the idea. In our offices we should see to it that no one is 
encouraged to go to college and complete his education who has not 
the ability to acquire the necessary mechanical skill as well as the 
cultivation of mind. We doing our part, let the colleges reform 
themselves. Mistakes will happen. That they have been happening 
with too alarming frequency I fear is true. Many graduates, well 
posted in theory, utterly fail in manipulative skill or the ability to 
acquire it. That is wrong. Adaptability is one of the great re- 
quisites in our profession. How often we are called upon to fall back 
entirely upon own resources. In such cases, how often lack of ability 
is concealed with the forceps. Let preceptors and colleges see to it 
that they whose hands cannot be educated to execute to an extent as 
the mind dictates, shall early fall by the wayside. By so doing many 
brilliant attorneys, eloquent divines, and successful business men or 
first-class farmers will be saved to the world who would otherwise eke 
out a miserable existence and aid in bringing an honorable profession 
into disrepute. 

Dr. L. Ashley Faught — Mr. President, we have had a great many 
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papers written on this subject, all of which have presented various 
phases of it, and many things which we all can commend. We have 
listened to one that undoubtedly speaks from the college standpoint, 
and we all know, from the ability of the speaker and from the position 
in which he stands and the relationship he bears to the question of 
education, that he has very probably voiced to us the sentiments of 
that side of the profession. He has stated to us, among other things, 
that every improvement which has been made in the colleges for the 
elevation of the standard of dental education, every facility that has 
been given in the matter of the education of students, has come from 
the college faculties. Now, there is no doubt in the minds of the pro- 
fession that we owe to the colleges many thanks for what they have 
done in the way of providing the means and material to facilitate 
study, and yet we must not forget that it is also equally true that such 
provision of facilities made in almost any direction is made as the re- 
sult, at least in some measure, of pressure from the outside. A mer- 
chant rarely provides in his store or offers for sale anything above the 
demands of the community ; and unless the dental profession had 
grown and found the need of a higher education, and unless pressure 
had been brought to bear from outside of the colleges through many 
years, I do not believe we would have reached as high a standard of 
education as we have to-day. We must not ignore the fact that the 
improvement is not entirely due to the professors in the institutions of 
learning, but is due in some measure to pressure brought to bear by 
the profession at large. 

The essayist speaks in his paper of those who want to antagonize 
the colleges. I never heard that expression before on the part of any 
professor, that members of the profession wanted to antagonize the 
colleges. That is a new word to me in that connection. On the 
contrary, I think the feeling in the profession is a desire to help the 
schools, to do what they can to elevate the standard of education, and 
I cannot comprehend that idea of a professional man antagonizing 
the schools. 

Then the essayist spoke in regard to the length of the school 
term. Suppose we were to increase the length of the school term, 
hpw long do you think the schools would exist ? I think that if the 
standard were raised very much, and the term lengthened, many 
schools would drop put of existence ; but it would also happen that 
a greater number of students would come to those that survive, and 
there would be sufficient students to keep them up on the scale of a 
broader education. 

Reference has been made to the annual growl that is heard against 
the colleges ; and it was said that that annual growl does not disturb 
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the faculties of the colleges in any way. Well, we had a little annual 
growl last year, and it is most remarkable, if it did not disturb the fac- 
ulties of the colleges, that at this meeting we have more representatives 
of the colleges than we have had at any meeting for a long time. There 
may be some other cause for that honor, and it may be a fact that the 
annual growl has had something to do with it. 

Then we are told that the bulk of the profession is entirely at 
heart with the professors in our institutions. That may be true. 

Dr. Essig — All with whom I am acquainted. 

Dr. Faught — Very well, then ; that includes all in Philadelphia. 
Yet it is a most remarkable thing that when efforts are made to en- 
force the laws and to elevate the standard of dentistry, our expe- 
rience has not coincided entirely with that axiom. The fact is, that 
instead of antagonizing the schools, the enforcement of the law has 
driven hundreds of students into the college institutions, and the rec- 
ords show it. 

Dr. W. F. Litch — Mr. President, there is a sentiment entertained 
here, and I observe it in your very admirable address, which rather 
surprises me ; that is, the suggestion that the action of the examining 
boards was, or their very existence, was, deprecated by the college fac- 
ulties. So far as my own personal feelings go, and so far as my obser- 
vation and knowledge of the sentiments of the faculty with which I 
have the honor to be associated go, I must enter an emphatic dis- 
claimer against that assumption. Personally, and I think I can speak 
for every member of the faculty, I may say in all sincerity that not 
only do we not antagonize the examining boards nor take umbrage at 
their action, but we are in sympathy with them. We feel that we^re 
indebted to them for their action, which has not only been a stimulus 
to the students, but has been a stimulus to us as teachers to give better 
and more thorough instruction. 

Dr. G. Carleton Brown — Have I the privilege of closing the 
discussion on the paper ? I will only take a moment or two, but there 
are one or two assertions to which I would like to reply. 

In the first place, the attack on the New Jersey State Board, as I 
suppose it was intended for, by Professor Essig, in regard to receiving 
fees j it must seem almost ridiculous to reply to that. I suppose the 
other gentlemen have read the New Jersey law, and if Professor Essig 
had read it he would have seen that the New Jersey Examining Board 
receive not one cent for their work ; they do it for the love of their 
profession. 

Another point that Professor Essig made was that the examina- 
tions were oral. The great majority of the examinations of the New 
Jersey Board are written, and we keep them on record for future use, 
if necessary. 
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Professor Essig and Professor Stellwagen have both said that in- 
sinuations were made and facts not presented. I don't know whether 
they refer to my paper or not. 

Dr. Essig — I declined to discuss your paper ; I said I would dis- 
cuss the subject on a broader ground, and I made no reference to 
money or fees except in reply to your own statement. 

Dr. Brown — In regard to the remark about insinuations and slurs 
at the dental colleges, I will say that nobody loves the dental college 
better than the New Jersey Board of Examiners, and I speak for every 
one of them ; they love their profession, and they uphold everything 
that is done to help advance the standard of the profession. And I 
want to say here, on behalf of the board, that we thank the faculty of 
the Pennsylvania College for the stand they took on our amendment 
to the law. They backed us, and they were the only college that did 
back us openly. Other professors wrote to Governor Abbett, asking 
him to veto that bill. I believe that matter has already been before 
you, so I will not go on with it. I do not know whether they want 
any more facts or specific charges as to what the examining board 
gets from certain colleges ; if they do, we can give them. 



A careful review of the previous sketch of the conception and 
formation of the Pennsylvania State Dental Society, all of which is 
taken from its records, will show that from the first meeting in 1868 to 
the last meeting in 1892 the great burden of its thought and the trend 
of all its actions at each and every session was dental law and its en- 
forcement. The meeting in 1892 was especially rich in reports, papers, 
anc^ discussion of dental law. Has it any significant omen that the 
two prominent dental journals in this State, The Dental Cosmosy 
edited by Dr. E. C. Kirk, and The International Dental Journal^ 
edited by Prof. James Truman, have never given any report of this 
meeting ? We are advised that The Cosmos obtained special privileges 
to use the reporter's notes, but the only thing in that journal in refer- 
ence to it is in Vol. xxxiv, page 799 and 857. 

In the preparation of this history, the proceedings of the Penn- 
sylvania State Dental Society have been freely copied and considerable 
freedom taken with the text whenever it was deemed best. Italics 
have been used to bring out prominently important words and passages. 



When the Committee on Enforcement of Dental Law stated in 
its report of 1892 that the Pennsylvania State Dental Society was 
without a charter it firmly believed so, and a peculiar feature of the 
occasion was that this statement was unchallenged by any one present, 
and a committee even was then and there appointed to secure a 
charter. Within a few days after the adjournment of the society the 
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Committee on Enforcement of Dental Law, under the same chairman, 
discovered its error and the appended charter. 

AN ACT 

For the Incorporation of the State Dental Society of Pennsylvania. 

Whereas, the dentists of the State of Pennsylvania, actuated by 
a desire to elevate the standard of the dental profession, and a con- 
viction of the many advantages to be derived from literary and scien- 
tific institutions, have associated themselves under the name and title 
Of the State Dental Society of Pennsylvania ; 

And whereas, the objects of this society are to advance the 
science of dentistry and thereby to lessen human misery by investi- 
gating the diseases incident and remedies applicable to the human 
mouth and its dependencies, by observing and recording the changes 
produced in dental maladies by the progress of the arts, population, 
manners and customs, temperament, age and sex, by searching for and 
applying the various remedial agents to be found in the several king- 
doms of nature, by enlarging the avenues of knowledge from obser- 
vations, discoveries, and inventions, both at home and abroad, and 
by cultivating order and uniformity in dental practice ; 

And whereas. The said State Dental Society have prayed us, 
the representatives of the freemen of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania, that they may be created a body politic and corporate forever, 
with such powers, privileges, and immunities as may best answer the 
laudable purposes which the members thereof have in view ; wherefore, 
to assist and encourage the said State Dental Society of Pennsylvania 
in the prosecution and advancement of useful knowledge for the 
benefit of their country and of mankind, therefore ; 

Section i . B^ it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania in General Assembly met, 
and it is hereby enacted by the authority of the same, That the members 
of the said State Dental Society of Pennsylvania, that is to say, John 
McCalla, George W. Neidich, Samuel Welchens, William Nichols 
Amer, J. Z. HofFer, M. D., L. Dodson, Henry Gerhart, John D. 
Wingate, R. E. Burlan, J. L. Suesserott, J. H. McQuillen, C. A. 
Kingsbury, S. S. Nones, M. Lukens Long, Thomas C. Stellwagen, J. 
W. Moffitt, W. H. Scholl, T. L. Buckingham, James Truman, Elihu 
R. Pettit, John H. Githens, Jesse C. Green, J. G. Templeton, E. M. 
Pierce, A. B. Robbins, William Smedley, George T. Barker, Samuel 
J. Dickey, W. K. Brenizer, W. A. Breen, W. H. Trueman, be, and 
the same persons are and shall be a body corporate and politic in deed 
and in name, by the name and style of the State Dental Society of 
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Pennsylvania, and by the same name they and their successors are 
hereby constituted and confirmed one body, corporate and politic in 
law, to have perpetual succession, and to be able and capable to have, 
hold, and enjoy any goods and chattels, lands, tenements, rents, 
hereditaments, gifts, and bequests, of what nature soever, in fee simple 
or for term of years, life or lives, or otherwise, and also to grant, sell, 
alien, assign, or let the same lands, tenements, and premises, accord- 
ing to the nature of the respective grants and bequests made to the 
said corporation and of the estate of the said corporation therein ; 
Provided, That the amount of the clear yearly value of such real 
estate exceed not the sum of five hundred dollars lawful money of this 
Commonwealth. 

Sec. 5. The said corporation be and shall be forever hereafter 
able and capable in law to sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, 
answer and be answered unto, defend and be defended in all or any 
courts of justice, and other places, in all manner of suits, actions, 
complaints, pleas, causes, and matters of what nature or kind soever, 
and that it shall and may be lawful to and for the said corporation 
forever hereafter to have and use a common seal, and the same seal, 
at the will and pleasure of the said corporation, to break, change, 
alter, and renew. 

Sec. 6. For the well-ordering of the said corporation and its 
affairs there shall be at all times hereafter the following officers of the 
same : That is to say, one president, two vice-presidents, two secreta- 
ries, one treasurer, and five censors, who shall be chosen annually 
from amongst the fellows of the said State Dental Society, on the sec- 
ond Tuesday in the month of June, forever hereafter, or within one 
calendar month after the same day in any year, and that A. B. Rob- 
bins be the present President of the said society ; J. L. Suessero^t, 
the present First Vice-President \ Samuel Welchens, present Second 
Vice-President ; George W. Neidich, the present Recording Secretary ; 
Thomas C. Stellwagen, the present Corresponding Secretary ; John 
McCalla, the present Treasurer, and that J. H. McQuillen, James 
Truman, Henry Gerhart, J. G. Templeton, and J. W. Moffitt be the 
present Censors of the said society, and shall be and remain the 
president, vice-presidents, secretaries, treasurer, and censors, respect- 
ively, of the said society, until they be superseded by a new election, 
to be made by the fellows of the said society as aforesaid, and all va- 
cancies by death, resignation or otherwise, which shall at any time 
hereafter happen in any of the said offices, may be filled by a special 
election, to be holden so often as occasion shall require. 

Sec. 7. The authorities and duties of the officers of the said cor- 
poration, who are hereinbefore mentioned, and of any others of which 
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the said corporation shall see fit to appoint, the times of meeting of 
the said corporation, the admission of members and the other con- 
cerns of the said corporation shall be regulated by the By-laws and 
ordinances of the said corporation heretofore made or to be made 
touching the premises. 

Sec. 8. Provided always^ That no By-laws or ordinances of the 
said corporation hereafter made, shall be binding upon the officers or 
members thereof, unless the same shall be proposed at one regular 
meeting of the said corporation, and enacted and received at another 
after the intervention of at least one year, and that no sale or aliena- 
tion or lease for above three years of any part of the real estate of the 
said corporation shall be valid unless the terms and nature of such 
sale or lease be proposed at a previous meeting of the said corpora- 
tion. 

John Clark, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

WiLMER WORTHINGTON, 

Speaker of the Senate, 

Approved — The second day of April Anno Domini one thousand 
eight hundred and sixty-nine. 

John W. Geary. 



PITTSBURGH DENTAL SOCIETY. 

W. H. FUNDENBERG, D.D.S. 

December ist, 1874, six members of the dental profession of the 
city of Pittsburgh met, and organized the Pittsburgh Dental Associa- 
tion, their aim being to elevate the dental profession in this section 
by trying to secure the passage of a law regulating the practice of 
dentistry in this State, the creation of a better fraternal feeling, and 
the general dissemination of knowledge pertaining to the science of 
dentistry. At this time there were but four graduates practicing in 
the city, and the dental profession stood very low in the community. 
The society was of the opinion a law regulating the practice of dentistry 
was the first step to be taken. To this end the Secretary was instructed 
to communicate with other societies in the State, and each member 
was pledged to communicate with members of the Legislature. 

October 12 th, 1875, the society appointed a committee to meet 
the members of the Legislature. 

January 12th, 1876, the committee reported having had a con- 
ference with the Senate committee which was very favorable to the 
passage of the act ; the society immediately took steps necessary to 
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secure a charter, that they might be ready to enter upon the enforce- 
ment of the law as soon as the Governor signed it. 

October loth, 1876, a committee was appointed to enforce the 
law in this section. 

November 14th, 1856, two hundred notices were mailed to vio- 
lators of the law to appear before the examining board, which was to 
meet in Pittsburgh, December 28th and 29th. These notices created 
quite a sensation among the illegal practitioners. Some left for 
college— -others asked for time, many disappeared from the field, 
while others openly defied the society. For a time the organization 
took no further action in the matter, simply waiting for many of 
these men to attend college in the fall as they had promised. 

December nth, 1877, the society moved against two men prac- 
ticing illegally, one of who went before the examining board, and 
afterward to college, the other disappeared for some years and finally 
returned with a diploma. 

August 31st, 1878, a move was made against two others; one 
attended college and graduated, the other died shortly afterward. 

At this time the society communicated with other societies and 
colleges in the State in the endeavor to secure an amendment to the 
dental law. 

September 9th, 1878, upon request of the society the county de- 
tective notified two men to discontinue practice or he would arrest 
them ; they took his advice, both attending lectures. 

At this time a move was made against ten others with good results. 

October 8th, 1878, the society communicated with other organ- 
izations throughout the State, and endeavored to get united action in 
enforcing the law ; favorable replies came from the Odontographic 
Society of Philadelphia and the Philadelphia Dental College. 

During the winter of 1879 much work was done in the interest 
of the amendment to the dental law. Communications were sent to- 
Representatives, and a committee visited Harrisburg. 

March 9th, 1880, the society notified one who was violating the law 
to attend lectures or discontinue practice ; the person attended college. 

April 13th, 1880, two individuals were ordered to discontinue 
practice ; one attended college, the other proved he had commenced 
practice before the passage of the act. 

October 9th, 1880, another case occurred where the practitioner 
was forced to attend college. 

The winter of 1881-82 the society did much work in behalf of 
the registration act. When the act requiring registration became a 
law, we found the dentists in this part of the State, who were violators 
of the original act, very few ; the registration act showed who they 
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were, and the society went to work vigorously enforcing registration 
and compelling the proper qualifications for the same. 

December 4th, 1883, the society moved against four practi- 
tioners, two of whom registered properly, the others attending college. 

From this time to May 26th, 1887, the society compelled many 
to register properly and others to attend lectures ; at this date we met 
with one who could not register proper qualifications, and would not 
attend college. This person was arrested, went to jail, bail not being 
at hand — eventually attended lectures, securing a diploma, and joined 
this society. 

September 29th, 1887, suit was entered against a barber in this 
city who was practicing, two of the best attorneys in the city being 
employed on each side. When called for trial he plead guilty. This 
suit cost the defendant II300. 

From this date to December, 1889, no trouble was found in com- 
pelling practitioners to comply with the law. On December 5 th, 
1889, the Pittsburgh Dental Parlors were opened by an illegal practi- 
tioner, and the Allegheny Dental Parlors by a clerk from one of our 
dental depots. When notified to close, both individuals showed fight. 
Suit was entered against both ; they joined in the fight, both employ- 
ing the same attorneys. When we were given judgment before the 
alderman they appealed to court. At the beginning we had employed 
the assistant district attorney together with one of our best criminal 
lawyers. The assistant district attorney having charge of the grand 
jury, aided us in finding a true bill. As he discovered some of the 
members too anxious concerning the case before it was called, he was 
led to believe they had been approached by the defence, who had 
considerable political power. He therefore so arranged that the case 
was the first called before the succeeding jury, and a true bill was 
found. The case went to court, and when called for trial both plead 
guilty and each were fined $$0 and costs. One of these men has 
since graduated, the other failed to secure a diploma. Another case, 
one that a member of this society took charge of in Washington 
County, the defendant was found guilty and fined $$0 and costs. At 
the time of sentence the attorney for the defence remarked that they 
could afford to practice and pay a fine each week, to which the court 
remarked that if he appeared before him again the full penalty would 
be imposed. This man immediately secured a Delevan diploma, had 
it registered, and continued practice ; the society at the present time 
has a suit pending against him for this offense. Suit has also been 
ordered against another holder of a Delevan diploma in this city. 

The work that has been accomplished by these few men, who 
commenced almost a score of years ago, has been of the hardest 
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kind ; disagreeable, in that to some it appeared a personal fight ; self- 
sacrificing as only a dentist can know who has given time and means. 
But the results obtained are worth more than all. We have a section 
of our State practically free from violators ; we have done the com- 
munity a service, and perhaps the greatest good to those who were the 
law-breakers. As one remarked after his experience with the law and 
having graduated later, that **it was the best thing ever occurred to 
him, that he did not know any better, and he now wished to join the 
society. ' * To-day he is a worthy member. And I may add that of 
the number that came in conflict with the society, six are active mem- 
bers. We have been instrumental in compelling scores in this and 
surrounding counties to attend lectures, and in nearly all cases those 
who have been within the toils of the law, are the ones who are the 
most active to compel others to comply with the regulations. The 
following figures will show the result of the enforcement of the dental 
law in this county by the Pittsburgh society. Practicing in this 
county. 

1874. Graduates, . • . . . 4. Non-Graduates, 2C. 

1875. ** 5. " 30- 

1877. " 8. " 44. 

1883. « 42. " 49. 

1892. " 107. " 6s» 

It will be observed that from 1875 to '77 there was a decided in- 
crease of non-graduates. This was due to men commencing practice 
in anticipation of the passage of the dental law. 

The good effects of the enforcement of the law begins to show 
when from 1877 to 83, the graduates increased very materially,, 
while only five non-graduates appeared in the field. From the 
time of the Registrarion Act, 1883 to ^92 inclusive, the graduates 
increased from 42 to 107, a gain of 65, while the increase in non- 
graduates was just 14, two of these 14 will have to attend college. 

I think the above record clearly shows that the present law can 
be enforced, and it is evident that the increase in graduates was due 
largely to the stand the Pittsburgh society took in this matter. The 
records from the surrounding counties if written, would show that its 
influence for good has extended to remote sections. 
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PHILADELPHIA COUNTY DENTAL SOCIETY. 

On Tuesday afternoon, July 20th, 1886, at the request of Dr. 
Alonzo Boice, a meeting was held in the office of Dr. Charles E. 
Pike, 141 5 Walnut Street, for the purpose. of organizing a dental 
society for the mutual advancement and protection in their profession, 
and to seek the enforcement of the laws adopted by the Legislature 
governing the practice of dentistry in the State. It was determined 
to call the society the Philadelphia County Dental Society, and ap- 
ply for a diarter and to report the organization of the society to the 
Pennsylvania State Dental Society. The first stated meeting was held 
October i8th, 1886. The successful procurement of the charter was 
reported at this meeting, of which the following is a copy : 

CHARTER. 

To the Honorable the Judges of the Court of Common Pleas ^ No, j, 
for the County of Philadelphia : 

Pursuant to the requirements of an Act of the General Assembly 
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, entitled an Act to provide 
for the incorporation and regulation of certain corporations, approved 
the 29th day of April, 1874, and of the Supplements thereto, the 
undersigned, all of whom are citizens of Pennsylvania, having asso- 
ciated themselves for the support of a medical undertaking in connec- 
tion with the science of dentistry, desire that they may be incorporated 
according to law, and have the powers, privileges, and immunities 
provided in the said act, and to that end certify that — 

I. The name of the proposed corporation is ** The Philadelphia 
County Dental Society.'* 

II. The corporation is to be formed for the purpose of advancing 
the education and training of those engaged in the practice of den- 
tistry, of the protection of their rights and interests, and of the en- 
forcement of the laws with respect to them. 

III. The business of the corporation is to be transacted in Phil- 
adelphia. 

IV. The corporation is to have perpetual existence. 

V. The names and residences of the subscribers are as follows : 

Nambs. Rbsidbncbs. 

Alonzo Boice, No. 1612 Vine St., Philadelphia. 

Charles E. Pike, No. 1415 Walnut St., " 

Jos. R. C. Ward, No. 1905 Fairmount Ave., " 

L. Ashley Faught, N. E. cor. 15th and Arch, " 

P. V. Guerry, No. 1802 Green St., 
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Edward C. Kirk, No. 1602 Arch St., Philadelphia. 

J. N. WuNDERLiCH, No. 141 North loth St., " 

Charles E. Graves, No. 715 North 41st St., " 

F. L. Bassett, No. 34 North 19th St., " 

VI. The number of the Directors shall be nine. The names and 
residences of those who have been chosen for the first year are those 
of the subscribers above set forth. 

VII. Only those who shall have been graduated from dental 
colleges and schools shall be eligible to membership, and they may 
become members upon compliance with the provisions of the By-Laws 
in that behalf. 

VIII. There is no capital stock and no shares. 

Witness our hands and seals, this loth day of September, 1886. 



Alonzo Boice, 


[l. 


s.] 


Chas. E. Pike, 


[l. 


s.] 


Jos. R. C. Ward, 


[l. 


s.] 


L. Ashley Faught, 


[l. 


s.] 


P. V. GUERRY, 


[l. 


s.] 


Edward C. Kirk, 


[l. 


s.] 


J. N. WUNDERLICH, 


[l. 


s.] 


Chas. E. Graves, 


[l. 


s.] 


Frank L. Bassett. 


[l. 


s.] 



City and County of Philadelphia, ss. 

Before me, the subscriber, the Recorder of Deeds in and for said 
county, personally appeared the above-named Alonzo Boice, L. Ash- 
ley Faught, and Charles E. Graves, three of the subscribers to the 
foregoing certificate of incorporation, and in due form of law ac- 
knowledged the same to be their act and deed, and desired that the 
same might be recorded as such according to law. 

Witness my hand and official seal, this 15 th day of September, 
1886. 

[seal] Geo. G. Pierie, 

Recorder, 
City and County of Philadelphia, ss. 

The foregoing certificate of incorporation, acknowledged as 
above, has been filed at the office of the Prothonotary of the Court of 
Common Pleas for the County of Philadelphia, this isth day of Sep- 
tember, 1886. 

James Penn MacCain, 

[seal] pro 

William B. Mann, 

Prothonotary, 
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In the Court of Common Pleas ^ No* 3, for the County of Philadelphia : 

It appearing from the entry of the Prothonotary of Common 
Pleas upon the foregoing certificate of incorporation that the same has 
been on file in his office since the 15th day of September, 1886, the 
day on which publication of notice of the intended application for in- 
corporation was first made, and due proof of said publication having 
been exhibited ; 

Now, this 9th day of October, 1886, I hereby certify that I have 
perused and examined said instrument, and I find it to be in proper 
form and within the purpose named in the first class of incorporations 
specified in section 2 of the Act of Assembly approved 29th Aprils 
1874, and that said purpose is lawful and not injurious to the com- 
munity, I therefore order and decree that the said certificate of incor- 
poration is approved, and that upon the recording thereof, and of 
this order, in the office of the Recorder of Deeds of Philadelphia, 
which is hereby directed, the subscribers thereto and their associates 
shall thenceforth be a corporation for the purpose and upon the terms 
and under the name therein stated. 

[seal] James Gay Gordon. 

Recorded in the office for Recording of Deeds in and for the 
City and County of Philadelphia, in Charter-book No. 11, page 535. 

Witness my hand and seal of office, this nth day of October, 
A. D. 1886. 

[seal] Jos. K. Fletcher, 

Deputy Recorder of Deeds, 



BY-LAWS OF THE PHILADELPHIA COUNTY 

DENTAL SOCIETY. 

ARTICLE I. 
membership. 

1. The membership shall consist of active and corresponding 
members. 

2. The active members shall be graduates of a regular dental 
school or college, of good moral character and professional standing, 
practicing dentistry in the County of Philadelphia of at least two 
years* standing. 

7 
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3- The corresponding members shall be American or foreign 
dentists residing beyond the limits of the County of Philadelphia, and 
shall be elected because of their devotion to dental science, and with 
a view to advance the interests for which the Society was founded. 
They shall not be entitled to vote or hold any office in the Society, 
nor have any interest or right in any of the property of the Society, 

4. Every applicant for membership, active or corresponding, 
shall make application in writing, and shall be * recommended by at 
least two members. The application shall be sent to the Secretary, 
and by him referred to the Election Committee. 

5. Upon a favorable report of the Election Committee, the So- 
ciety shall proceed to an election for each applicant separately, which 
shall be by ballot. If a four-fifths vote of the members present 
and voting be in favor of the applicant, he shall be declared 
elected. 

6. No applicant who has been rejected shall be again proposed 
within twelve months from the date of such rejection. 

7. Each applicant shall, upon the notification of his election to 
membership, sign the Constitution and Laws and pay an entrance-fee 
of ten dollars, and shall annually thereafter pay in advance an annual 
contribution of three dollars. 

Corresponding members shall be exempt from the en trance- fee 
and the annual contribution. 

8. A member, on the payment in one sum of one hundred dol- 
lars, provided he be not in arrears at the time, shall be exempt from 
all annual contributions during the continuance of his membership. 
All sums so paid shall be invested by the Board of Directors as a per- 
manent fund, and only the income thereof shall be used. 

9. Any member neglecting or refusing for nine months to pay 
the amount of his contribution, shall be charged ten per cent, addi- 
tional, and if in arrears at the close of the year, shall be reported to 
the Society as delinquent, with the amount of his arrearages ; and if 
not paid within nine months thereafter, shall forfeit his right of 
membership. 

10. Any member desiring to resign shall present his request in 
writing, accompanying it with a certificate from the Treasurer that all 
contributions and indebtedness to the Society have been paid. But no 
member shall be permitted to resign while charges are pending against 
him. 

1 1 . Any member who shall violate the laws and regulations of the 
Society, or behave in a manner unbecoming a gentleman and a member 
of the Society, against whom charges are preferred in writing, signed by 
at least two members, shall be liable to such penalty as the Society m&y 
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inflict. The said charges shall be referred to the Election Committee 
who shall investigate the same and report to the Society at its next 
stated meeting. The whole matter shall lie over until the next stated 
meeting for action, when, if the report of the Committee is concurred 
in, the Society shall proceed without motion to vote upon a penalty ; 
first upon expulsion, a three-fourths vote of the members present being 
necessary ; then upon a penalty of censure, a majority vote of the 
members present being necessary. 

12. No member shall receive any profit, salary, or emolument 
from the funds of the Society, except such amount as may from time 
to time be fixed upon by the Board of Directors as the annual salary 
of the Secretary. 

ARTICLE II. 

OFFICERS. 

1. The officers of the Society shall consist of a Board of Di- 
rectors, composed of nine members, three of whom shall be elected 
each year, to serve for three years. They shall, at the close of each 
annual meeting of the Society, elect from their own members a Presi- 
dent, Vice-President, Secretary, and Treasurer as the officers of the 
Society and Board. The President shall preside at all meetings of 
the Board and Society, and perform all the duties appertaining to that 
office. The Vice-President shall assume the duties of the President in 
the absence of that officer. The Secretary shall keep a correct record 
of all meetings of the Society and Board, attend to all correspond- 
ence, notify all active members of all meetings of the Society, and 
attend to such other duties as may be required of him. The Treasurer 
shall receive and hold all funds of the Society, and disburse the same 
only on orders drawn by order of the Board, signed by the President 
and Secretary , notify all members of their arrears, perform such other 
duties as may be required of him. 

2. The Board of Directors shall exercise a general supervision of 
the affairs of the Society, have power to call extra meetings of the- 
Society whenever they deem it necessary, or when requested to do so» 
in writing by ten members ; shall fix the amount of security to be- 
given by the Treasurer or any other officer ; may by appointment fill 
all vacancies in the Board until the next election, or in any committee: 
appointed by them. 

They shall present at each annual meeting a written or printed re- 
port of the state of the Society, a general history of their proceedings 
for the year past, with such recommendations for the future as, in their 
judgment, they may deem necessary ; they shall determine upon all 
investments or depositories for the funds of the Society. They shall 
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appoint at each annual meeting an Election Committee, consisting of 
three members, none of whom shall be members of the Board. 

3. The Election Committee shall personally examine all appli- 
cants for membership, see that they have complied with the laws gov- 
erning the practice of dentistry in this State, and all the requirements 
of Article I of these By-Laws, and report to the Board of Directors as 
soon thereafter as practicable ; at least two members must sign all 
recommendations for membership. 

ARTICLE in. 

MEETINGS. 

1 . The stated meetings of the Society shall be held on the third 
Monday of October, February, and May of each year. 

2. Extra meetings may be called in accordance with Section 2 
of Article II. 

3. Ten members shall constitute a quorum. 

4. The stated meetings of the Board of Directors shall be held 
on the first Monday of October, January, and April of each year ; 
other meetings may be called whenever deemed necessary by the 
President, or when requested to do so by three members of the Board. 

5. At all meetings of the Society the following order of business 
shall be observed : 

1. Reading of the minutes. 

2. Report of the Election Committee. 

3. Election of members. 

4. Introduction of new members. 

5. Reports of Committees. 

6. Written communications. 

7. Verbal communications. 

8. Bills ; drawing of orders for same. 

9. Unfinished business. 

10. New business. 

11. Adjournment. 

provided, that at the October meeting the following shall take prece- 
dence of all other business, except reading of the minutes : 

1. Report of the Board of Directors. 

2. Election of Directors. 

ARTICLE IV. 

AMENDMENTS. 

Any alteration, addition, or amendment of these By-Laws must be 
submitted in writing, signed by at least two members, and shall lie 
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over until the next stated meeting, and every active member be noti- 
fied of the proposed changes ; it shall then require at least a two- 
thirds vote of all the members present. 

RULES OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS. 

1. The meetings of the Board shall be held as prescribed in Sec- 
tion 4 of Article III of the By-Laws. 

II. Five members shall constitute a quorum. 

III. At all meetings of the Board the following order of business 
shall be observed : 

. I. Calling the roll. 

2. Reading the minutes of the previous meeting. 

3. Reports of Committees. 

Legal Committee. 
Library Committee. 
Hall Cof£)mitlep.; /". 
Special •Committees. ' 

4. Report of Tr^sur^ir. *:. 

5. Original resoliitibne.- * ~* 

6. Unfinished business. 

7. New business. 

8. Adjournment. 

IV. The standing committees of the Board shall be : the Legal 
Committee, the Library Committee, the Hall Committee, each to 
consist of three members, to be elected at the annual meeting. 

V. The Legal Committee shall have charge of the enforcement 
of the law in reference to the practice of dentistry, and all matters re- 
quiring legal action. 

VI. The Library Committee shall have charge of all books, 
periodicals, and manuscripts ; also the preparation and distribution of 
such pamphlets or articles on dentistry and kindred subjects as may 
from time to time be found advisable by the Board. 

VII. The Hall Committee shall have charge of the rooms and all 
property of the Society, subject to such instruction as the Board may give. 

VIII. No committee of the Board shall pledge or use the credit 
of the Society for any purpose, or incur any liability in the name of 
or on behalf of the Society, without authority of the Board granted by 
resolution entered at length upon the minutes. This rule shall not 
apply to the ordinary and current expenses of the Society, which shall 
be under the control of the Hall Committee. 

IX. No discussion shall be allowed on the report of any com- 
mittee, which report is not accompanied by a resolution requiring the 
action of the Board. 
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X. No member shall speak more than once on any subject under 
discussion, except the mover thereof, who may speak a second time in 
answer to objections thereto. 

This rule may be suspended by unanimous consent. 

XI. It shall not be in order for a member to address the chair or 
take part in any discussion without rising from his seat. 

XII. No member shall be excused from voting. 

XIII. These rules shall not be altered or amended except by a 
resolution which shall embody the proposed alteration or amendment 
signed by at least two members. It shall lie over for action until the 
next meeting, and shall require a two-thirds vote of all members of 
the Board. 



Dear DocTO^-5—f5Ve''.n}eJjrte; to- inform you that a new dental 




objects are to enforce^ the laws regulating^ th^ practice of dentistry 
in this St^tQ ;and further the\ a'cJvaJiZi^ni^nt ©f all departments of 

dentistry. ' "' " 

It is thoroughly democratic in spirit, and all legally qualified 
practitioners are cordially welcome to membership. 

In accordance with a resolution passed at the last meeting, an 
invitation is hereby extended to you to become a member. The en-, 
trance fee is ;Jio, which includes the first annual contribution ; the 
fee thereafter will be $3 annually. 

Upon the acceptance of this invitation on or before five o'clock 
p. M., November 15th, 1886, you will be entitled to the same privilege 
accorded to charter member, viz. — exemption from payment of the 
entrance fee. 

Alonzo Bo ice, 
L. Ashley Faught, 
Edward C. Kirk, 

CommiUee. 
Jos. R. C. Ward, Secretary, 
1905 Fairmount Avenue. 

This invitation was sent to the following gentlemen : Drs. A. B. 
Abell, Henry Avery, J. M. Barstow, S. F. Beale, S. T. Beale, Jr., 
Alonzo Beale, E. Bedlow, W. G. A. Bonwill, Wm. A. Breen, T. W. 
Buckingham, Geo. W. Caldwell, Theo. F. Chupein, John F. Clem- 
ent, M. H. Cryer, M. B. Culver, E. T. Darby, Chas. A. Davis, 
Samuel J. Dickey, C. B. Dixon, J. J. Edwards, J. L. Eiscnbrey, 
Chas. J. Essig, J. F. Flagg, I. S. Fogg, Geo. P. Franklin, F. D. 



103 

Gardiner, Wm. H. Gates, S. E. Gilbert, H. L. Gilmour, Wm. 
Gorges, S. H. Guilford, Jos. Head, Wm. C. Head, E. L. Hewitt, 
Robt. Huey, R. S. Hopkins, R. S. Ivy, Louis Jack, F. L. Jack, C. 
S. Jones, J. W. Knox, H. K. Leech, M. L^ Long, Geo. B. Lyons, 
D. N. McQuillen, J. C. Macartney, W. R. Millard, G. Milligan, E. 
H. Neall, Walter H. Neall, J. W. Noble, Daniel Neall, Chas. A. Page, 
C, N. Peirce, E. R. Petit, Jos. Petit, W. A. Phreaner, W. J. Potter, 
John Pugh, E. Payson Quick, H. C. Register, W. H. Roop, Spencer 
Roberts, T. C. Stellwagen, W. R. Starr, A. Tees, W. H. Trueman, 
James Truman, H. M. Vanderslice, T. G. Wardle, W. R. Webb, J. 
L. Williams, J. A. Woodward, H. P. Wyman, J. P. Wyman, J. R. 
Yerkes, W. H. Huston. 

At a meeting held October 17 th, 1887, the Legal Committee re- 
ported that they had had 30 diplomas recorded. 

At a meeting held May 21st, 1888, the Legal Committee reported 
that 114 had complied with the law, and the society adopted a min- 
ute entering a protest to the Pennsylvania State Dental Society against 
the admission of any one to membership or as a delegate who is not a 
legal practitioner of dentistry. 

At a meeting held October 15th, 1888, the society was notified 
that the Pennsylvania State Dental Society had decided to admit only 
those to membership who had complied with the law in accord with 
the memorial from the society. 

At the meeting held October 20th, 1890, the Legal Committee re- 
ported that they had secured one conviction under the law, and that 
true bills had been found by the Grand Jury against two other vio- 
lators, whose cases were now pending. 

At this meeting the following resolutions were adopted : 

Whereas, It appears that under the census now being taken 
dentists are being classified with manufacturers and are being requested 
to fill out and return a manufacturer's blank, arid 

Whereas, Dentistry is a liberal profession and a branch of the 
healing art and in no sense a manufacturing business, therefore. 

Resolved, That this society protests against such classification, 
and instructs its members to decline to attempt the impossibility of 
making any return upon such blanks. 

After the adoption of these resolutions by the Philadelphia 
County Dental Society, the Secretary was instructed to send a copy 
of them to the Superintendent of the Eleventh Census of the United 
States, which was done, and the following correspondence ensued : 
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Department of the Interior. 
Census Office. 

Washington, D. C, October 29th, 1890. 

Sir: — This office is in receipt of your letter of October 23d, 
1890, transmitting a copy of resolutions adopted by the Philadelphia 
County Dental Society. 

The objections urged by your association against making returns 
relating to the operations of the mechanical branch of the profession 
appear to be based upon apprehension that the inclusion, for census 
purposes, of statements showing the amount added to the productive 
industries of the city of Philadelphia by this branch of your profession 
might result in classifying dentists with the mechanical trades instead 
of with the professional classes, to which they properly belong, and 
by such erroneous classification to reflect injuriously upon the profes- 
sion. 

In this connection I beg to advise you that this office has no such 
purpose in view, and dentists engaged in this branch of the profession 
will not be injured in any manner by furnishing the information re- 
quired for census purposes. 

The term ''mechanical dentistry*' is intended to' mean that 
branch of the profession which includes the manufacture of artificial 
dentures, such as plates, crowns, caps, etc., which are manufactured 
wholly or in part outside the mouth and afterward inserted. 

This office is strongly of the opinion there can be no doubt that 
such features of the profession are clearly within the limits of the 
census inquiry relating to productive industry, and as such are, under 
the law, to be included in the tables of manufactures. 

At the census of 1880, the inquiry into this branch was con- 
ducted on exactly the same lines as now proposed, and the office en- 
countered but slight opposition, and then only in isolated and indi- 
vidual cases, which opposition was uniformly withdrawn when proper 
explanations, as above, were made to the persons averse to giving the 
information required for census purposes. To omit at this census to 
consider this branch of the profession would impair the accuracy of 
the census of manufactures, and would prevent proper comparison be- 
tween the totals of the manufactures as shown by the Tenth and 
Eleventh Censuses, respectively. 

The questions asked in Philadelphia are identical in every respect 
to those which have been propounded to dentists throughout the 
country, and which are being freely and generally answered, with the 
single exception of the city of Baltimore, where some reluctance has. 
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within a day or two, become manifest, although no positive refusal has 
yet been made. 

It is to be hoped that the foregoing information will result in the 
withdrawal of the opposition on the part of the profession in Phila- 
delphia, thereby enabling this office, through its special agents, to 
procure returns from all dentists who may be engaged in the manu- 
facture of artificial dentures, either independently or in connection 
with the operative branch of the profession. 

It will be readily seen that without such returns the totals relat- 
ing to the productive industries conducted in the city of Philadelphia 
will necessarily be defective, as compared with other cities in which 
these returns are made, and to this extent Philadelphia will suffer by 
comparison with other communities. 

Very respectfully, 

A. F. Childs, 
Acting Superintendent of Census, 

Philadelphia, Pa., October 30th, 1890. 

Dear Sir: — I am in receipt of your letter of October 29th, 
1890, and desire to submit that the action of the dental profession in 
Philadelphia is not in any way, as ydu suppose, " based upon appre- 
hension, ' ' that any action of the Census Office can in any way result 
*' in classifying dentists with the mechanical trades,** but. to correct 
once and for all an egregious error of the Census Office. The profes- 
sion of dentistry is a unit so far as its operative procedure is con- 
cerned, and cannot distinguish that the manufacture of artificial den- 
tures, crowns, or caps are in any sense within the province of a cen- 
sus on manufactures, for it is done in the same way that a physician 
compounds a prescription, or makes contrivances for broken limbs, 
and is done only in individual cases and for healing purposes. If 
this error was perpetrated in 1880, as you now suggest, it is time for 
it to be corrected ; and the fact of its existence then, is no argument 
for its continuance now. We also submit that the omission " at this 
census to consider this branch of the profession ' ' would, instead of 
impairing *' the accuracy of the Census of Manufactures,'* very largely 
contribute to increase its accuracy ; for it is very clear that the dental 
supply manufacturers from whom we obtain our metals, teeth, caps, 
crowns, etc., will also report these articles as manufactured by them, 
and that our reports would simply be duplicating theirs. You write 
that these questions are being freely and generally answered through- 
out the country, with the single exception of the city of Baltimore. I 
may state that while, at present, we are fully aware of the position of 
our professional brothers in Baltimore, we did not know of their ac- 
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tion at the time of passing our resolutions. We believe that it is 
hardly possible for the profession in two such large cities, acting thus 
independently, to be in error ; and we think that when the census 
takers get actively to work in the other cities that we will not be so 
exceptional as you suggest. 

Very respectfully yours, L. Ashley Faught, 

Secretary Phila, County Dental Society, 
To Mr. a. F. Childs, 

Acting Supt, of Census, 

Philadelphia, Pa., November 4th, 1890. 

Mr, A, F, Childs i Acting Superintendent of Census: 

My Dear Sir : — In addition to the information sent you on the 
30th ult., relative to the classification of dentists as manufacturers 
under the eleventh census, we desire to submit, in addition, that the 
profession does not object to making a return of a census as a census 
of the profession — that is, they are willing to give any items that you 
may want relating to their work, on blanks properly arranged for 
professional mtn. We also desire to submit, that when a physician 
compounds a prescription, that the compound thus manufactured has 
no marketable value outside of* the individual for whom it is pre- 
scribed, nor has the most learned legal opinion any value outside of 
the case in which it is given ; and, in like manner, artificial dentures, 
plates, crowns, caps, etc., have little or no intrinsic value, except to 
the individual for whom they are constructed. If they serve not his 
case, it is impossible to throw them upon the market like other manu- 
factures, and recover value. We sincerely trust that these points will 
receive consideration, and that the Census Office will classify us 
where we belong. Sincerely, yours, 

L. Ashley Faught, 
Secretary Phila, County Dental Society, 

DENTISTS DON^T LIKE IT. 

OBJECT TO BEING CLASSED IN THE CENSUS AS MANUFACTURERS. 

The dentists of this city represented by the Philadelphia County 
Dental Society are protesting vigorously against the classification of 
their profession under the present census rules as a manufacturing 
business. 

This classification was not known until the census department 
began the taking of the manufacturing census, since which time den- 
tists have been asked to fill out the complicated manufacturers' return 
blanks. 



I07 

The matter was taken up last night by the profession at the 
annual meeting of the society. After considerable heated scoring of 
the classification, the resolutions were adopted, declaring that as den- 
tistry is a liberal profession, and essentially a healing art, and is in 
no sense a manufacturing business, the society protests against such 
classification. 

The members of the society were in the resolution instructed to 
decline to attempt the impossibility of making any return upon 
blanks provided. 

The directors of the society claim that while in some instances 
they do manufacturing it is done in just the same way that a physician 
compounds a prescription or makes contrivances for broken limbs, 
and is done only in individual cases and for healing purposes. 

This notice appeared October 2 2d, 1890, in the Philadelphia 
Times, and at the same date similiar paragraphs were in the Ledger, 
PresSy and Inquirer. 

DENTISTS IN THE CENSUS. 

DENTISTRY TREATED AS A LIBERAL PROFESSION, BUT NOT MAKING 

TEETH. 

To the Editor of The Press, 

Sir : — ^Your article in to-day's Press, respecting the action of 
this office in including dentistry with manufactures, is so evidently 
based on misinformation, that I beg to submit the following in cor- 
rection : 

It is by no means the intention of the Census Office to exclude 
dentistry from the tabulations of the professions and to relegate it to 
the class of manufactures and mechanics. On the contrary, all den- 
tists will be classified in the tables of occupations with the professional 
classes equally with the law, medicine, theology, and the like ; yet the 
Census Office holds, and with good reason, that the making of arti- 
ficial dentures, such as plates, crowns, and caps, which are made 
wholly outside the mouth and afterward inserted, is in principle a 
manufacture, as much as the operations of the largest factory produc- 
ing the materials used in the manipulations above referred to. 

The subject was discussed at length between a committee represent- 
ing the dentists of Baltimore, and a special agent of the Census 
Office, and an understanding reached whereby it was conceded on the 
part of the committee that it was for the good of all concerned that 
dentists should furnish the information which the Census Office desired. 

This would seem to indicate that opposition to the Census in re- 
spect of mechanical dentistry arises partly from a misapprehension on 
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the part of those engaged in the profession, but more largely from the 
desire of the partisan press recklessly to condemn without considera- 
tion, any and all things appertaining to the census. 

Very respectfully, 

Robert P. Porter, 

Superintendent of Census, 
Washington, D. C, Feb. 22d, 1891. 

CENSUS CLASSIFICATION OF DENTISTS. 

To the Editor of the Press : 

Sir : — I have read, with interest and with appreciation, your 
editorial on Dentists in the Census, and also the letter of the Super- 
intendent of Census in reference thereto. 

The *' misapprehension ** is entirely on the part of the Census 
Office ; for artificial dentures, when made by a dentist for individual 
cases in practice, are certainly erroneously classified as a manufacture, 
inasmuch as they have no marketable value outside of the individual 
for whom they are constructed, and, if they serve not his case, it is 
impossible to throw them upon the market and recover value. This 
is also true of crowns and caps made under similar conditions. Now, 
such is the only way a dentist manufactures (?) them. There are, 
however, plates, caps, and crowns, etc. , for universal cases, made and 
sold by the manufactures of dental supplies. Of these the Census 
Office may rightly take notice, but the returns should come from the 
dealers and not from the dentists, for it is clear that the accuracy of 
the '* Census of Manufactures '' would be impaired by their being re- 
ported both by the party making them, and by the dentist who inserts 
them. Sincerely yours, 

L. Ashley Faught, D. D. S. 
Philadelphia, February 26th, 1891. 

At a meeting held October 21st, 1891, the Legal Committee re- 
ported the second conviction under the law, that of E. C. Blair, for 
illegal practicing. He was sentenced to pay a fine of $50 and costs 
and ordered by the court to cease from practice. 

The following is taken from the Dental Cosmos, vol. 33, p. 681 : 

EDITORIAL. I 

''honorary'* degrees. 

" In a former issue of the Dental Cosmos (March, 188 1), at- 
tention was directed to a circular issued by the Wisconsin Dental 
College, of Delavan, Wis., bearing the signature of its President, 
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offering to confer upon the recipient the honorary degree of D. D. S., 
upon acceptance of which offer the concern agreed to ' forward by 
express for ;Ji2, C. O. D., a diploma twenty-two by seventeen inches, 
elaborately engraved on parchment, with signatures of the Faculty and 
college seal. * 

**The disreputable character of the institution and its unlawful 
diploma traffic led to its official denunciation by the State Dental 
Society and State Board of Examiners, of Wisconsin, as well as by the 
National Association of Examining Boards at their meeting in 1885. 
The Wisconsin Dental College went out of existence at the death of 
its President and chief promoter, Dr. George Morrison, which 
occurred in January, 1886. 

" The foregoing facts are of interest in connection with a suit 
recently tried in the quarter sessions court, of Philadelphia, where 
counsel for the defendant sought to j^ut in evidence one of the diplo- 
mas issued by the Wisconsin College, and claimed that the possession 
of this diploma fulfilled the requirements of the Act of 1876, of 
Pennsylvania. 

" The Act of 1876 provides that no person except a regularly 
authorized physician or surgeon shall practice dentistry unless he shall 
have graduated and received a diploma from the Faculty of a reput- 
able institution where the specialty is taught, or shall have been ex- 
amined and received a certificate of ability to practice dentistry from 
the proper State authorities, or shall have been in continuous practice 
for three years before the date of the act. 

"The Act of 1883 supplements that statute, and, while leaving 
the substantial qualifications the same, prescribes a system of registra- 
tion for more properly authenticating these qualifications. 

*' The Act of May 19th, 1871, makes it a criminal offense to 
confer upon any person any degree, honorary or otherwise, ' upon the 
payment of money by any person in consideration thereof.' 

" The defendant had presented for record a diploma issued by 
the Wisconsin Dental College. It was not endorsed by the State 
Board, and for that reason, as well as for the further reason that the 
recorder doubted that it was such a diploma as the act contemplated, 
he refused to record it. The defendant then sought legal advice, and 
threatened to mandamus the recorder to compel him to record this 
diploma. His action was promptly reported to the Philadelphia 
County Dental Society, who after investigation caused his arrest. 
Upon the trial of the case the fact of his practicing was proven and 
not disputed by the defendant. 

*' The diploma purported on its face to be an honorary diploma, 
and did not recite that the defendant had pursued any course of study 
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at the institution named, and it was further admitted by counsel for 
the defence that he had not attended such a course of instruction. 

" His honor, Judge Willson, excluded the diploma, and stated 
that he would instruct the jury that such an instrument did not fulfill 
the requirements of the act, which contemplated that the person wha 
had the diploma and who pretended to have graduated, should have 
actually undertaken and finished a course of study at the institution 
which granted it, and the mere possession of an honorary degree did 
not fulfill the legal meaning of the term graduated. 

'* The jury returned a verdict of guilty. 

'* We quote from Purdon's Digest of the Statutes of Pennsyl- 
vania the following paragraph, which is appended as a foot-note : 

" ' It is difficult to class this, so mean an offense, otherwise than 
uiiider the head of public nuisances. The pretender to learning wha 
flaunts such a degree before the gyes of the public is indeed beneath 
the contempt of every true lover of science. In an indictment for 
selling a forged diploma, it is not necessary to show an intent to de- 
fraud any particular persons. The general intent to defraud is enough 
to constitute the offense.' 

*'The dental profession, as well as the Philadelphia County 
Dental Society, are to be congratulated upon the result obtained in 
this case, which strikes an . effective blow at a condition of things 
which has too long been a blot upon the fair name of American 
dentistry. ' ' 

They have also secured the important ruling from Judge Thayer : 
*' That a defendant must prove his right to practice, and that it is not 
the duty of the prosecution to prove him illegal.'* 

At a meeting held October 15 th, 1892, the Legal Committee re- 
ported that they had prevented the endorsement of diplomas when sent 
in bulk from the College and prior to their being conferred, and in 
compliance with the efforts of this society the State Board of Examiners 
had decided to endorse only, in the future, diplomas accompanied by 
an affidavit made before a notary that the owner thereof had a business 
residence in the State. 

Philadelphia County Dental Society. 

Incorporated October 9TH, 1886. 

Philadelphia, 1 8 

Dr 

We find upon reference to the books of the Recorder of the City 
of Philadelphia that you have not complied with the law, regulating 
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the practice of dentistry within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
to wit : 

Section 2 of the Act of Assembly of June 20th, 1883, reads as 
follows : 

** Any person beginning to practice dentistry in this State after 
the passage of this act, having a dental diploma issued or purporting 
to have been issued by any College, University, Society, or Associa- 
tion, shall present the same to the State Examining Board, provided 
for in the act to which this is a supplement, for approval, such Exam- 
ining Board, being satisfied as to the qualifications of the applicant 
and the genuineness of the diploma, shall, without fee, endorse the 
same as approved, after which the same may be recorded as afore- 
said." 

We believe this omission on your part is due to the want of 
knowledge of the requirements of the law, we therefore call your at- 
tention to the same, hoping you will give it your attention. 

It is the intention of this society to see that the laws regulating 
the practice of dentistry are complied with in this city, and for that 
reason they call your attention to your failure to comply with the 
same. 

Should you desire any additional information or any assistance 
in this matter, the Legal Committee of this society will be pleased to 
serve you [and for that purpose they will be in session in Earley's 
Hall, No. 1321 Arch Street, second story front room, on Wednesday 
evening, November 9th, from 8 to 10 p. m., when you can call upon 
them with your diploma]. 

The preceding notice was twice sent out in its original form, and 
once with the addition in brackets, to all the dentists in Philadelphia 
whose names could be found in the city directory. This was consid- 
ered sufficient notice to those who desired to comply with the law 
before legal action was taken. • 

Relative to the editorial entitled *^ A Legal Outrage," printed 

on page 51 of the current issue, the following correspondence oc- 

« 

curred : 

PHILADELPHIA COUNTY DENTAL SOCIETY. 

Philadelphia, December 14th, 1892. 

To the Editor of the International Dental Journal : 

Sir: — In the International Dental Journal for January, 1892, 
appeared an editorial entitled ** A Legal Outrage." This editorial is 
what it styles the acts of others — ^*an open violation of all profes- 
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sional practice '* and ethics. It is filled with statements which are 
unjust and untrue. When the Committee on Enforcement of Law of 
the Pennsylvania State Dental Society, or the Legal Committee of the 
Philadelphia County Dental Society, upon whom have been placed 
the solemn obligations to enforce the laws of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania, proceeded to the discharge of their duty, their action 
can hardly be stigmatized as *' officious intermeddling of individuals 
and societies,'* or as ''tyrannical proceedings." An examination of 
the charter of the Philadelphia County Dental Society will show that 
it is not '* modelled after law and order associations, *' and that its 
'* sole object '* is not *' the prosecution of violators of the dental law 
of Pennsylvania. * * The Philadelphia County Dental Society has not 
for one moment, or in a single instance, '* overstepped the bounds 
laid out for its government." These and other inaccuracies are em- 
bodied in the editorial in question, and it concludes with the serious 
charge that the gentlemen of these committees have, '* under the 
guise of a public duty, openly violated all professional practice," and 
makes a call upon societies *' to promptly place such individuals be- 
yond the pale of professional recognition." The Philadelphia County 
Dental Society has waited in the hope that your own sense of right 
would lead you to rectify these misstatements, and they especially 
trusted that this would be done after the attention of the Pennsylvania 
State Dental Society was called to them this summer. The amende 
honorable has not been made, and at a special meeting of the Board 
of Directors of the Philadelphia County Dental Society, held on De- 
cember 13th, the Secretary was instructed to address this letter to 
you, and request that you send by return mail the assurance that a 
suitable apology will be inserted in the next issue of the Journal, 

Sincerely yours, 

W. A. Phreaner, Secretary, 

1415 Walnut St. 
Editorial Office, 
The International Dental Journal^ 
James Truman, D. D. S., Editor, 

3243 Chestnut Street. 
Publication Office, 716 Filbert Street. 

Philadelphia, December 15 th, 1892. 
Dr, W, A, Phreaner, 

Dear Doctor : — Yours of December 14th received. In reply, 
permit me to say that it will appear in the February issue of this Jour- 
nal, together with any remarks I may see fit to make. Until then I 
decline to make any comment. Yours truly, 

James Truman. 
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To the Stockholders of the International Dental Publication Com- 
pany, 

At a meeting of the Board of Directors of the Philadelphia 
County Dental Society, held December 21st, 1892, the following reso- 
lution was adopted and sent to the Secretary of the International 
Dental Publication Company for your action at the annual meeting of 
the stockholders :— 

Whereas, An editorial in the International Dental Journal 
of January last, casts unjust reflections upon the Philadelphia County 
Dental Society ; not only libeling the society as a body, but calcu- 
lated to place the individual members in a false and unenviable light 
before the dental profession and the public ; and. 

Whereas, At a meeting of the Board of Directors, of Philadel- 
phia County Dental Society, held on December 13th, a communica- 
tion was addressed to the Editor of the International Dental Journal 
requesting his assurance that a "suitable apology will be inserted in 
the next issue of the JoumaV^ And no satisfactory reply having 
been made thereto, and. 

Whereas, This society does not propose to rest supinely under 
these false charges and accusations : Therefore, 

Resolved, That the attention of the Stockholders of the Inter- 
national Dental Publication Company be called to the matter, and a 
statement of the facts laid before them, together with a demand that 
an unequivocal retraction of the false statements contained in the said 
editorial, so far as they refer to this society or its members, shall be 
published in an early issue of the International Dental Journal, 

W. A. Phreaner, D. D. S., Secretary, 

141 5 Walnut Street, Philadelphia. 

Philadelphia, January nth, 1893. 
Dear Sir : — So many letters of inquiry have been received from 
the stockholders of the International Dental Publication Company, 
requesting further information regarding the resolutions of the Phila- 
delphia County Dental Society, a copy of which has been mailed to 
you, that it is now deemed expedient to send you a further explana- 
tion. The law regulating the practice of dentistry in Pennsylvania 
requires that the person engaged in practice shall have been regularly 
graduated from a reputable Dental College; that his diploma shall 
have been endorsed by the State Examining Board ; that it shall have 
been recorded in the County in which he engages in practice. 
8 
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Article II of the Certificate of Incorporation of the Philadelphia 
County Dental Society reads : " The Corporation is to be formed 
for the purpose of advancing the education and training of those en- 
gaged in the practice of dentistry, of the protection of their rights 
and interests and of the enforcement of the laws with respect to 
them/' 

It will thus be seen that one of the objects of the society is the 
enforcement of the laws with respect to the practice of dentistry. 

It is equally evident that the ** prosecution of violators of the 
dental law of Pennsylvania" is not the **sole object" of the society 
as stated in the editorial referred to. 

There can be no reasonable doubt that the society alluded to in 
the editorial is the Philadelphia County Dental Society, as this society 
is the only one in Philadelphia which has taken systematic action for 
the enforcement of the dental laws of Pennsylvania, and it was the 
one engaged in the prosecution of the case in question referred to in 
the editorial. This it has done without ''overstepping the bounds 
laid out for its government ' ' and with a desire to work no unnecessary 
hardship. 

The statement made in some of the letters above referred to that 
the society has rested for nearly a year under these charges without 
protest is refuted by the following extract from the report of the State 
Committee on the Enforcement of Dental Law, read before the Penn- 
sylvania State Dental Society, July, 1892, at which the President of 
the International Dental Publication Company presided : 

** That the editor of i^ti't Journal 2sA author of the above is at the 
same time a professor in a prominent dental school, and the secretary 
of its faculty (now its dean), makes one pause and wonder if the 
stockholders of i\it Journal, worthy members of the profession, or the 
trustees of the University of Pennsylvania, will endorse such senti- 
ments. The article in question is, indeed, in addition to its opposi- 
tion to enforcement of law, what the writer styles the acts of others, 
* an open violation of all professional practice ' and ethics. It is, 
moreover, filled with false statements. Is it * officious intermeddling 
of individuals and societies ' when your Committee on Enforcement 
of Law, or the Legal Committee of the local society, upon whom have 
been placed a solemn obligation to enforce The laws of the Common- 
wealth, proceed to the discharge of their duty ? What right has the 
editor of a journal to stigmatize the actions of such individuals as 
' tyrannical proceedings * ? Is the Philadelphia County Dental So- 
ciety modeled after the ' Law and Order Associations ' ? An ex- 
amination of the charter shows that it is not ; nor is its ' sole object ' 
'the prosecution of violators of the dental law of Pennsylvania.* 
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Any one who has done much work under the Pennsylvania law knows 
that it is not ' one of the most satisfactory on the statute books. ^ 
As the chairman of your Committee on Enforcement of Law is 
also the Secretary of the Philadelphia County Dental Society, he chal- 
lenges the editor to show in what, for one moment, that society has 

* overstepped the bounds laid out for its government. * Has there 

* been a good deal of misunderstanding in regard to the registration 
of practitioners * ? 

*' If the editor of the article would present his diploma to the 
Recorder of Deeds, in Philadelphia, or in fact to any recorder in the 
State, it would soon be evident to him that the legal recorders have 
no misunderstanding as to the interpretation of the meaning of the 
law. The truth of this is emphasized in a letter attached to the latter 
part of this report in which J. M. McElroy, Recorder of Deeds of 
McKean County, apologizes to your committee for what lie terms a 
defective record.* How can it be true that * this is especially 
true of recent graduates,* when all the colleges in Philadelphia have 
in the past taken the utmost pains to send their diplomas to the Secre- 
tary of the Board of Dental Examiners for endorsement, previous to 
presenting them to the graduates to save the student trouble in having 
them recorded ? For the editor to plead ignorance of the law for the 
person arrested is peculiar in the light of the fact that he at the time 
of the arrest was the author of a work entitled Dental Jurispru- 
denccy and referred to in the advertisement by the company publish- 
ing it as to be * universally accepted as a distinct authority.' The 
author has devoted several years to the careful researches of the court 
records and of all the literature pertaining to the subject, and pre- 
sents a complete work. The authority is unquestionable. The ap- 
pendix embraces the laws regulating the practice of dentistry in every 
State in the United States having such statutes. * * 

The editor in the article in question asks "what, however, is ta 
be thought of men who openly violate in this manner under the guise- 
of a public duty all professional practice?'* An answer is to be found; 
in an editorial in the Dental Cosmos, Vol. 33, No. 8, page 682, from 
which we quote: ** The dental profession, as well as the Philadel- 
phia County Dental Society, are to be congratulated upon the result 
obtained * * * which strikes an effective blow at a condition of 
things which has too long been a blot upon the fair name of American: 
dentistry.** 

W. A. Phreaner, D. D. S., Secretary^ 
Philadelphia County Dental Society, 

141 5 Walnut St., Philadelphia. 
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February 3d, 1893. 

Dr. Geo. S, Allan, Secretary International Dental Publication Com- 
pany, 

Dear Sir : — As Secretary of the Philadelphia County Dental So- 
ciety, I mailed you a communication to be presented to the stock- 
holders of the International Dental Publication Company at the 
annual meeting, January 28th, relative to the society. Will you 
please inform me as to their action ? 

Respectfully yours, 

W. A. Phreaner, Secretary, 
141 5 Walnut St., Philadelphia. 

New York, February 7th, 1893. 

Dear Sir : — Referring to your favor of February 3d, I would say 

that at the last annual meeting of the stockholders of the International 

Dental Publication Company a motion to lay the matter you refer to 

on the table was carried. Yours truly, 

Geo. S. Allan. 
Dr. W. a. Phreaner^ 

In the next issue of the International Dental Journal, February, 
1893, the letter of the Secretary of the Philadelphia County Dental 
Society dated December 14th, 1892, as printed above, p. 1 1 1, appeared 
with the foUwing editorial note : 

'* [Remarks. — We give the ' Philadelphia County Dental Society ' 
the benefit of the publication of the above peculiar communication. 

" We have not heard from the Pennsylvanian State Dental Society, 
but we can assure our correspondent that when that body furnishes 
this journal with its criticism, it will be received with the respect due 
such an organization. 

'* Inasmuch as the Philadelphia County Dental Society was not 
named in the editorial alluded to, and as our views have not under- 
gone any modification by the lapse of a year, we see no necessity for 
a compliance with the demand for an apology. — Ed.]*' 

The only comment which the Philadelphia County Dental So- 
ciety wishes at present to make is to call the attention of the readers 
of these Annals to the letter of E. Clinton Rhoades, Esq., published 
on page 4. 



EXTRACT FROM THE STATE SOCIETY. 

" After considering the question of further legislation on the 
law regulating the practice of dentistry, it was 

" Resolved, That we, as a society and individually, are willing to 



do all in our power to influence our State Representatives to secure 
the passage and enforcement of the registry act, and that we request 
every member of the State Society present to do the same." 

" Resolved^ That the Committee on Enforcement of Dental Law 
is requested to prosecute any case which any local society may bring 
to its notice. Providing such society tender the probable cost of 
such prosecution, and furnish evidence which in the judgment of the 
committee is sufficient to convict the violator." 

^^ Resolved yT^zX. the Corresponding Secretary be instructed to 
transmit a copy of these resolutions to each local society here repre- 
sented , together with the names and addresses of the Committee on 
the Enforcement of Dental Law." 

"On motion of Professor Trueman, the Committee on Enforce- 
ment of Dental Law were instructed to take the next case for prosecu- 
tion from the city of Philadelphia." 

The Philadelphia County Dental Society brought the first case in 
Philadelphia, Commonwealth vs, Schmitt, in which the defendant was 
convicted. It is a matter of comment that a journal devoted to the 
interest of the profession and claiming not to be a trades journal, but 
published by dentists for the dentists, has never referred to this case ; 
nor has it ever furnished the profession through said journal with a 
history containing the labor and expense of the other case involving 
the Wisconsin diploma in which the defendant was convicted. 

When a man with a diploma from either the Philadelphia Dental 
College — "Buchanan," "Wisconsin," or Pennsylvania College of 
Dental Surgery, or a man without a diploma, has been arrested for 
practicing without complying with the registry act in the city of 
Philadelphia, we have never heard from the officers or editor of the 
International Dental Publishing Company. But when the possessor 
of a diploma from the University of Pennsylvania who has failed to 
comply with the law, and is equally guilty with those referred to 
above has been treated in the same manner, their action may not be 
easily explained to the satisfaction of all. 



Our feelings regarding dental legislation can be no better ex- 
pressed than by presenting to our readers the following editorial, 
taken from the Dental Tribune^ Vol. I, page 69 : 

REASONS FOR DENTAL LEGISLATION. 

In Illinois, at the present time, the question of the hour is: 
" Shall we have an improved dental law, and, if so, what shall be its 
purport and provisions?" Almost all the States, and some of the 
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Territories, have such laws, and their propriety is generally recognized. 
There seems, however, to be a misapprehension on the part of a great 
number of the profession as to what is their object. Most dentists 
seem to have the idea that they should be framed to regulate every- 
thing pertaining to dental practice; should protect dentists against 
competition, and suppress what they consider unprofessional conduct. 
None of these things can be properly considered to be the objects of 
such laws, nor could the laws be for a moment sustained on these 
grounds, or for these purposes. On the contrary, a law for these 
purposes would be clearly unconstitutional. No section of the com- 
munity has a right to be protected by any laws passed in its interest, 
and the courts would promptly dispose of such a statute. No one can 
be made honest, or ethical, or respectable by law if they are not so 
already. 

The only ground on which such laws can be sustained is, that if 
the persons proposing to practice dentistry (along with other profes- 
sions) are incompetent, unskilled, or ignorant, harm to the community 
or its members may result. The inherent right of the community to 
protect itself from injury is the shortest and plainest statement that can 
be made of the reason for these laws. The State has a right to pre- 
scribe such regulations as will provide for the health, well-being, and 
physical safety of the citizen. In matters involving mere pecuniary 
considerations the State assumes to see that the interests of its citizens 
are guarded by requiring banks and insurance companies to be sub- 
jected to scrutiny. In matters of education it guards the interests of 
future citizens by making it necessary to pass an examination in order 
to teach even a district school. From the practitioners of the law it 
requires the fulfillment of certain conditions, and reserves the right to 
disbar the practitioner for improper conduct. Of the practitioners of 
general medicine it requires that a standard of fitness be established 
and conformity thereto demanded of those aspiring to take in charge 
the lives and phjrsical well-being of its citizens. By the same reason- 
ing, and in only a slightly less degree, should it prescribe qualifica- 
tions for practitioners of dental surgery, which is second only to gen- 
eral surgery in the important interests involved. In the nature of the 
case the public is entirely unable to judge as to the skill and knowl- 
edge of those who ask its patronage. There are no means by which 
those not skilled in the art and science can judge of their qualifica- 
tions, hence great damage may be done unless the State supervises. 

This power of the State is in the nature of a police regulation, 
such as those which prevent the spread of contagious diseases, pollu- 
tion of water-supply, the sale of diseased or adulterated foods, and 
many other things of like nature. 
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If the State should regulate this matter, how should it be done ? 
Obviously not through politicians or ordinary State officers, for they 
know nothing of these things. A board of skilled dentists must be 
created; they must guard the entrance to the profession. They 
properly represent, not the dental profession, but the people^ whose 
interests are to be protected. It is true that there are benefits to the 
dental profession, but they ar^ purely incidental. The interests of the 
profession are, however, affected, and they should be consulted in the 
formation of a board, since they are much more competent to judge 
of what is needed than any politician or even any Governor can be. 

There are two ways by which the board can supervise the qualifi- 
cations of aspirants for practice. One is by recognizing diplomas of 
"reputable** colleges; the other by requiring all aspirants to pass an 
examination. The profession differs as to the advantages of these 
different methods. ^ But most of the later laws adopt the latter course 
as the best calculated to subserve the desired ends, and the least 
liable to lead to complications and unpleasant and unsatisfactory 
results. 



NIENIBERS 



OF THE 



Philadelphia County Dental Society 



A. B. ABELL, 

FRANK L. BASSETT, 
ALONZO BOICE, 
WM. A. BREEN, 

E. H. BUCKLAND, 
SAM'L J. DICKEY, 
A. W. DEANE, 

CHAS. B. DIXON,- 

J. LEHMAN EISENBREY, 
L. ASHLEY FAUGHT, 
WM. M. HUSTON, ISAAC S. FOGG, 

R. S. HOPKINS, J. FOSTER FLAGG, 

WILBUR F. LITCH, P. V. GUERRY, 

JAMES MARTIN, SAMX E. HAINES, 

G. J. R. MILLER, 
CHAS. E. PIKE, 

HOMER J. PATTERSON, 
WM. A. PHREANER, 
GEO. F. ROOT, 

AMOS H. SIBLEY, 

F. U. STEINBOCK, 
J. D. THOMAS, 

W. L. WINNER- 



CORRESPONDING MEMBERS. 

J. N. GROUSE, 

ARTHUR R. GAGE, 

JESSE C. CJREEN, 

C. R. JEFFRIES, 

N. W. KINGSLEY, 

J. W. SLONAKER, 

R. M. SANGER. 



THE PHILADELPHIA COUNTY DENTAL SOCIETY 

WAS THE FIRST SOCIETY TO JOIN THE 

Dental Protective Association 

OF THE UNITED STATES. 
(J. N. Grouse, Founder.) 



Has Your Society Joined? 



"It has saved dentists 15,000,000.*' — C. N. P. 

'^ It has done more than any other movement toward founding 
2, Dental Brotherhood^ — A. B. 

** The dentist who has not joined has neglected his duty to him- 
self and the profession.** — C. E. P. 

**The most inclusive, the least exclusive dental society in exist- 
ence.** — L. A. F. 

'*In '76 I made my first crown of silver; with the protection of 
the Dental Protective Association replaced it in *93 with a gold crown, 
and hope to have their protection until we all put on our * crowns of 
glory.***— W. A. P. 
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Dr. Lenox's Obtunding Instrument. 
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This instrument is for heating and applying Nitrous Oxide \ } 

for the purpose of obtunding sensitive dentine, drying out and / / 
sterilizing root canals and relieving ^^-^^ / 

super-sensitive enamel. By the use ^^^ — "' ^^.-^^' 



^^ 






of this instrument the pain con- 
sequent upon the preparation /" ^. 
of carious teeth for filling, /^ / 
which is so much dreaded / / 
by the patients, is con- / / ^ 
pletely overcome. / / / /"""X ) r/>^ ''->:v 
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Hot Nitrous Oxide / / 
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is a perfect germi- , / \ \ ^.^-^'i— L r_I\— '---0-- 

cide and for immedi- 






' / ' > . 
ate root filling we [ j 111 

have in it an agent \ V^ / / i 

which is invaluable. \ ""{ \ / i ^^-^^^ ,..'^n ^ ^^/-^ 
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It relieves super- 
sensitive enamel instantly. This is a very valuable instrument. It 
should be in the hands of every dentist, and to this end it has been 
placed at a figure that will enable every dentist to have it. Price, |S8.oo. 

The following testimonials will indicate the. high estimation these 
gentlemen, who have been using the instrument for several months, 
place upon it : 

Dr. C. p. Lbnox : 

Dear Sir — The obtunding instrument I purchased from you six months ago has been in daily 
use by me. That I am more than pleased with it, does not express my high estimation of it. I 
find it perfectly satisfactory in every case and my practice is increasing because of its use. I can 
cheerfully recommend it to the favorable consideration of the profession. 

F. CAPON, M. D. S., D. D. S., 
March Z4th, 1892. 8 Carlton Street, Toronto. 

Dr. C. p. Lbnox : 

You ask me if I will give you a letter recommending your Hot Nitrous Oxide Instrument. 
Most cheerfully I will. 1 have had it in use longer than any other dentist (yourself excepted), and 
it is so satisfactory to me that I would not ht without it under any consideration. I wish you 
every success with it, as it deserves to be successful. 

Very truly, 

A.J. HUSBAND, D. D. S., 
March Z4th, 1892. 507 Queen St., W., Toronto. 

Philadblphia, March zyth, 1892. 
Dr. C. p. Lbnox : 

£>ear Sir — I have been using one of your instruments for obtunding sensitive dentine for 
several months, and take great pleasure in recommending it to the profession as an article of inestim- 
able value in the Dental office. I have used it under various circumstances and most all tempera- 
ments, and have yet to record my first failure. Yours truly, 

W. A CAPON, 
Demonstrator of operative dentistry and Porcelain dental art in Philadelphia Dental College. 

This instrument can be had by ordering through any dental depot, 
or directly from 

GIDEON SIBLEY, Wholesale Agent, 

Philadelphia. 



Sibley's Felt Gold 



The demand for this new form of Gold having increased so 
largely, it has necessitated increased facilities, which have also 
decreased the cost of production, thus enabling us to reduce the 
price, except for sample packages. 



PRICES : 

Trial Packages, 1-40 oz., each $1.00. 
1-8 oz., $4.00 ; 1-2 oz., $15.00 ; i oz., $30.00 ; 2 ozs., $58.00. 



This Gold enables the operator to work more rapidly, with 
greater ease, and produce better work than with any other form of 
gold, requiring only about one-third the usual time with foils, etc. 

With it the operator can fill many teeth with walls too frail to 
permit of the use of foil. 

In bridge work it will also be found of great use in filling defects 
from soldering, etc. 

It is prepared in strips of convenient thickness that may be cut 
with sharp scissors or a knife, into pellets of any desired shape. 



In Color it resembles Frosted Gold, 

is absolutely pure, thoroughly cohesive and homogeneous, and readily 
spreads, conforming to the walls of the cavity, thereby making an 
absolutely tight filling. 



For Contour Work it has no equal. 



GIDEOH SiBliEV, 

1214 TO 1220 FILBERT ST., PHILADELPHIA. 
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MKISTER'S SET. No. 1, 

• • IMPROVED ■ • 

Iievef, Ineisor and Bieaspid Clamps, 



PATENTED DCCCMBER 330. IBSI. 



In calling the attention of the Dental Profession to these new 
Clamps, it is hardly necessary to mention the universal recognition 
accorded to Drs. W. W. Evans and J. F. P. Hodson, and others, for 
designs of clamps for front teeth. 

The inventors claim that the great value of these clamps over 
others can be readily seen from the illustrations, in the easy manner 
of application and removal. A pressure on the extended levers 
between the thumb and forefinger opens the Clamp, and when released 
it closes again with sufBcient tension to hold it in position. 

Nos. oi to 04 are of the well-known designs of Drs. Evans and 
HODSON ; No. 05 is for lower incisors, or very small teeth ; No. 06 is 
. adapted for more general use on all front teeth ; Nos. 07 and 08 are 
designed especially for that class of troublesome cases in which the 
cavity extends very close to or under the gums, on the labial surface ; 
Nos. 09 and 010 are rights and lefts of the Evans' design for approxi- 
mal cavities. For general use on bicuspids, Nos. 02, 04, and 08 are 
best adapted, but in some cases other numbers can be used to 
advantage. 



PRICE, $1.00 EACH. 

" PER SET OF 10, . $8.50. 

GIDEON SIBLEY, Sole Agent, Philadelphia. Pa. 



MEISTER'S SET, No. 2, 

■ ■ IMPROVED • • 

Adjustable Lever, Incisor 

and Bicuspid Clamps, 



PATENTED NOVEMBEn Sth 




In offering this set of Clamps to the Profession, we believe that 
the inventors have made an improvement that will make them per- 
fectly adaptable to all cases. 

While we think set No. i of the Meister Improved Lever 
Clamp will meet nearly every required want, we have had some to 
express the opinion that in some cases, if the portion of the clamp 
that extends on the palatine surface of the tooth were a little shorter, 
it would be more serviceable. 

To this end the inventors have made a study, and we take pleas- 
ure in introducing to you a clamp that can be regulated to meet every 
case. 



PRICE, $1.75 EACH. 



GIDEON SIBLEY, Sole Agent, Philadelphia, Pa. 



Sibley's Gold and Platinum Alloy. 

This Alloy is becoming more popular every day. Those who are 
seeking for the best article in this line should not fail to give it a 
trial at once. 

It does not shrink^ discolor^ or expandy and is superior in edge 
strength to any other alloy. 

A little more time is required to properly amalgamate it, owing 
to the large quantity of precious metals used in its composition. 

PRICES: 

1 oz., .... $3.00. 2 ozs., .... $5.50. 
4 pzs $10.00. 



Sibley's Pure Mercury. 

Often the good qualities of alloys and amalgams are destroyed 
or materially injured by the use of impure mercury. 

For some purposes re- distilled mercury is sufficiently pure. We 
have found, however, that in distilling it many impurities are carried 
over with it, and that for dental purposes it requires a much better 
article. 

This mercury is subjected to a special treatment to remove all 
impurities, and is put up in two forms. 

PRICES: 

X lb, in a plain bottle, SO cts. 

% lb. in a glass mercury holder, 50 " 



Sibley's Boro-Phosphate Cement. 

This cement will resist the action of acid or alkaline fluids much 
longer than any other cement. 

We confidently believe that in most cases it can be used as a 
permanent filling. We know of some fillings made over three years 
ago that are as good as when first made. 

It is free from grit and easily manipulated, and will be found 
very desirable in crown and bridge setting. 

Price, $1.00. 



GIDEON SIBLEY, - - Philadelphia, Pa. 



PLUG PLIERS. 

CUTS REPRESENT FULL SIZE. 



GIDEON SIBLEY, Philadelphia, Pa. 



Dr. J. A. Watling's Set of Pluggers. 



It 




Frle«, par Mt of 17, nickel pUt«d, Sia.OO. 
I, 4, «, 6, «, 10, 11. IS, TBc noh; Noi. 1, 8, 1«, Sl.itS eaob; 
)■. IS, Iff, Sl.OO MObi No. 16, Bl.SO; N«. IT, 600. 



Dr. R. W. Varney's Set of Pluggers. 





Prl««, per let of 13, nlokel plated, «IT.S0. 
3, Sl.lSekolii Noi. 4ta7, Sl.flOeach; No.8,Sl.TS; 
No*. 9 to 12, Sl.SO eaeh ; [Mo. 13, eOe. 

Chappell's Gold Builders. 





Prloe, per est of 13. nickel plated, S17.S0. 

•■.l'!(.Sl.aaeBch; No(.3toS,Sl,S0each; No. 9, •1.71 

No.l0,8*.00i No.ll,tl.70i No*. 13-13, eOc. euh. 



GIDEON SIBLEY, Philadelphia. 








GIDEOH 
SlBliEY, 



Manufacturer of 




POHGEIiWH • TEETB 

OF HIGH GRADE. FOR RUBBER 
OR METAL WORK. 



\m\ 

n 
\<\ 



\>\ 






SUPERIOR IN 

Strength, Artistic Forms, Natural Shades 

and General Finish. 

HIGH GRADE 

IflSTI^U|«H]4TS, FHIiT GOUD, 

AULiOVS, CEMEflTS, 

HUBBHHS, Hte. 

AND DEALER IN 

CHAIRS, CABINETS, BRACKETS, ENGINES, VULCAN- 

IZERS, LATHES, and all Appurtenances used by 

the Dental Profession in the Office 

or Laboratory. 



GIDEON SIBLEY, 

1214-1220 Filbert St., Philad'a, Pa., U. S. A, 




• • PEHiisYLyfliim • • 

GOMiEGE OF DEHTAIi SllH^EtlY, 



PHILADELPHIA, PA. 



This institution has removed to its new building, 
located on the N. E. cor. of Eleventh and Clinton Sts., 
below Spruce St. The structure complete is devoted 
exclusively to dental education. The operating rooms are 
so flooded with light from above and around that every 
corner is available for service. Lecture rooms, labora- 
tories, class rooms, and quiz rooms offer every opportunity 
for the instruction of the student. These rooms cover an 
area of nearly eight thousand square feet of ground. All 
of the building is three stories in height, with a portion 
four stories high for the accommodation of a large and 
well ventilated dissecting room. 

The thirty-eighth regular winter session opens Oct. 
2d, 1S93, and continues until March 8th, 1894. The 
spring and summer course commences March 12th, and 
closes June 30th. This is eminently practical, the stu- 
dents' time being devoted almost exclusively to clinical 
work. For further information, address, 

DR. C. N. PEIRCE, Dean, 

1415 Walnut St., Philadelphia, Pa. 
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